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Current Topics. 


The Birthday Honours, 

Tue List of Birthday Honours contains an unusually large 
number of items of interest to lawyers. Lord READING and 
Lord MOULTON both obtain recognition of their services during 
the war; the former is made a G.C.B. and the latter a 
K.C.B., the special services being, it is understood, in connection 

with finance and high explosives respectively. Sir KENNETH 
Mure Mackenzie, who reminds one of “The Brook,” while 
Lord Caancellors come and go, receives a peerage ; and Lord 
topert Cecit, K.C., Mr. George Cave, K.C., and Mr. H. E. 
Duke, K.C., become Privy Councillors. The solicitors’ branch 
of the profession is recognized in the conferring of a knighthood 
upon Mr. WILLIAM C. SLAUGHTER. 


The New Privy Councillors. 


THE HONOUR conferred upon Lerd Ropert CeciL is doubt- 
less in connection with his appointment as Under-Seeretary for 
Foreign Affairs, and we may express our satisfaction that his 
undoubted abilities will find scope for exercise in an office which 
is at the present time of great importance. Mr. Duke is ren- 
dering valuabie service as a member of the Commission which 
deals with claims to compensation for losses arising out of inter- 
ference with property under the Defence of the Realm Regula- 
tions. In the case of Mr. Cave the honour may, perhaps, be 
taken to mean that the official recognition which is due both to 
his position in the profession and in Parliament is only withheld 
fora time. As regards the law offices in the Coalition Govern- 
ment it is obvious that the Prime Minister did not exhaust the 
available, or, it may be, the most meritorious legal talent. 


The Alien Enemies Tribunal. 

Tue ABsEeNcE of Mr. Justice Younger has led to the inference 
that he had been selected as a member of the tribunal set up to 
deal with claims by alien enemies to exemption from internment 
or repatriation, and it is now announced that both he and Mr. 
Justice SANKEY are members of the Commission, The other four 
members are Colonel Lockwoop, M.P., Mr. Donatp Maciean, 
Stanzey Batpwin, M.P., and Mr. J. R. Srarxey, M.P. 
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In the present state of the business of the High Court the 
ordinary objections to taking judges away for outside work do 
not apply, and in this instance there are special reasons why 
claims should be considered with judicial impartiality, so as to 
impose no further hardship on alien enemies resident here than 
is actually required for the safety of themselves and the State 
which gives them hospitality. 
Super-tax and Gross Income. 

Tue cHANGE in the rate of income tax has presented a difficult 
arithmetical problem to persons who are required to make 4 
return of their gross income for the purpose of super-tax. Where 
all or part of their income has paid the ordinary tax by deduction 
at the source, this has to be added to the amount received in 
order to arrive at the gross amount. In a note appended to last 
year’s form of return it was suggested that the gross amount 
might be ascertained by adding to the net amount received one- 
sixteenth part thereof—or more accurately 7-113ths—represent- 
ing 1s. 24. for every 18s. 10d. actually received. We do not 
know whether anyone used the more exact fraction so as to 
ensure absolute correctness, but this direction has been rendered 
obsolete by the Finance Act, 1914 (Session 2), with its increased 
income tax, and the Inland Revenue Commissioners have had to 
consider what new fraction is to be substituted. An esteemed 
correspondent tells us that he has been in communication with 
the Income Tax Authorities on the point, and they inform him 
that “in cases where the gross income for the year 1914-15 is 
not readily ascertainable, owing to the deduction of income tax 
at varying rates, an all-round addition of one-twelfth will be 
accepted as being most nearly in agreement with the actual 
amount of income tax deducted.” This simplifying of the fraction 
will, we hope, be accepted by the super tax payers as some set-off 
against their increased burdens. 


The German 
In writine on the sinking of The Lusitania (ante, p. 470) we 
observed that no doubt the German Government had lawyers 
to advise it, and that those lawyers were bound to frame some 
defence for their departure from the rules alike of maritime war 
and of humanity. We that the German 
Government in fact called many legal experts to its assistance 
and the 


Defence of Frightfulness at Sea. 


have seen it stated 
the number sugvested was a dozen or so 
result is the German Note to the United States, the text of 
which was published in the Morning Post of 1st June. Possibly 
of its arguments is accounted for by the number 
of lawyers who had a hand in it. But of course this kind of 
thing cannot be killed by ridicule, and whatever we think of an 
opponent’s moral conduct, his legal justification, or what he 
puts forward as such, has to be considered. It is not sufficient 
to hunt up hisChristian name and label him “Teobaldo Furioso,”’ 
as, in a cognate matter, is done by a leading contemporary. And 
on the surface this German Note has just that plausibility which 
we should have expected from lawyers retained for the defence. 
The Cushing and The Gulflight;: these were unfortunate acci- 
dents, and indemnity will be paid. The Falaba;: the hostile 
submarine intended to secure the safety of the passengers and 
crew, but the master attempted to escape, and as things turned 
out the submarine had to sink her quickly or run the risk of 
herself being sunk by “ suspicious craft’? which were hastening 
to the assistance of The Falaha. The Lusitania: certainly this 
looks bad, and the German Government keenly regrets the loss 
of neutral lives—no word of regret for the loss of British lives: 
hut the facts are not understood; there was really so much 
against the ship. She was armed, and indeed was a war ship. 
Since the British Government incited its merchant ships to ram 
submarines no merchant ship can rank as “undefended,” and 
they are not entitled to the benefit of the ordinary rules of prize 
law. Moreover, she carried Canadian troops and ammunition “ in- 
tended for the destruction of brave German soldiers who are ful- 
filling their duty with self-sacrifice and devotion in the Father- 
land’s service.” But however much one may desire to give to the 
State document of an enemy a lawyer’s consideration, it is 
impossible not to see that the whole ig special pleading, and it 
evades the main issue, which is that no principle of humanity or 


we helie ve 


the weakness 





of maritime law as hitherto understood sanctions this wanton 
destruction of non-combatants, even admitting Germany’s 
version of the facts. That is the point which—if we read the 
Americin news aright—is clearly seen in the United States, 
and it is to this that Germany can give no answer without 
admitting that her Au/tur goes hand in hand with primitive 
savagery. 

Italy and Enemy Ships. 

WE PRINT elsewhere certain articles of the treaty of the 
late Triple Alliance which have recently been published, and 
which are of importanve in tracing the course of events which 
have led to the present state of war between Italy and Germany. 
Technically that state of war seems to have grown out of (1) 
the attack last year by Austria on Serbia ; (2) the claim of 
Italy to territorial compensation under the provisions of the 
treaty ; and (3) the failure of Austria to provide compensation to 
the satisfaction of Italy —in particular, the refusal to make any 
such compensation good till the close of the war. What lies 
behind the technical grounds, and how far, as is commonly 
assumed by the Press of this country, Italy is actuated by a 
desire to stand by the side of Great Britain and France in 
maintaining the liberty of Europe against the aggression a| 
brutality of Germany, are questions which cannot at present he 
usefully discussed, and we do not pretend to have the 
requisite knowledge to discuss them. For practical pur- 
poses it is sufficient that Germany has another foe, and 
that the probability of her power being crushed within reason- 
able time is thereby increased. But the new state of war raises 
again questions similar to those which were discussed last 
August, in particular the position of enemy ships in Italian 
ports at the outbreak of war. As between Great Britain on the 
one side, and Germany and Austria on the other, the matter 
depended on the provisions of Convention VI. of The Hague 
Conference, 1907 ; and in the events which happened, German 
ships were interned in British ports, while Austrian ships were 
allowed days of grace for departure. This was because the 
terms of the Convention are advisory only, and days of grace 
were agreed with Austria, but not with Germany (see 58 
Soticrrors’ JOURNAL, p. 776). Italy has not ratified any of 
the Conventions of 1907, and therefore the above provisions 


do not apply to her case; but an esteemed corre- 
spondent informs us _ tbat his firm has received the 
following cable from Milan:—‘ Enemy vessels seized fall 
under paragraph 244 Code Mercantile Marine; cargo 


respected of British, allied, or neutral.” Our correspondent also 
furnishes us with a translation of paragraphs 243 and 244 of 
the Italian Mercantile Marine Code, and this we print elsewhere. 
The effect is similar to that of Convention VI. If days of grace 
were prescribed by the Italian Government—which presumably 
would depend on what Austria did—then the Austrian ships 
could depart ; otherwise they were liable either to be condemned 
as prize or only to be interned. Under Hague Convention VI. 
we believe it is still unsettled whether enemy ships seized in 
British ports are liable to condemnation or only to internment 
during the war (see The Chili, 58 Sotictors’ JOURNAL, 852; 1914, 
P. 212; Br. and Col. Prize Cas. 1). But paragraph 244 of the 
Italian Code differs from our law and makes the proceeds of prizes 
a fund to indemnify Italian subjects who have been injured by 
the enemy. At present there seems to be no state of war 
between Italy and Germany, so that the question has not arisen 
as to German ships. 

A Youthful Lord Chanceilor. 

A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, takes 
exception to our suggestion last week that Sir JoHN SIMON is 
probably the only lawyer who ever was offered the Woolsack ut 
the age of forty-two. He quotes MACAULAY as an authority to 
the effect that Lord Jerrreys, of unhappy and odious memory, 
became Lord Chief Justice at five-and-thirty and Lord Chancellor 
at seven-and-thirty. Asa matter of fact,the date of Lord JEFFREYS’ 
birth does not seem to be accurately known; the only old 
authority for his life is the work of WOoLRIcH, who usually see 
no references for the statements he makes. JEFFREYS was born 
at Acton, near Wrexham, in the Welsh county of Denbigh, and 
the date commonly given by biographers is “about the year 1618.” 
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He received the Great Seal on 28th September, 1685, shortly 
after he returned from his ‘‘ Bloody Assizes,” and according to 
the received date, this would make him thirty-seven years of age, 
as MACAULAY evidently believed. But JErrreys began to 
practise at the Bar in 1666--a date rendered certain by the fact 
that he first attended the Kingston Assizes during the prevalence 
of the Plague in London (Campbell’s Lives of the Chancellors, vol. 
1,p.179). Accordingly, if the received date of his birth is correct, 
he must have commenced practice at the early age @f eighteen, 
which the statutes of the Inns of Court have never at any time 
age CAMPBELL explains this by suggesting that the 

lague introduced all sorts‘of irregularities into the legal 
profession, and that JEFFREYS put on the gown of a barrister 
without ever having been called. But this guess of CAMPRELL’s, 
apparently based on no authority, is hardly credible in view of the 
eminence to which JEFFREYS attained and the silence of his contem 
poraries, and is in direct contradiction to the statement of one of his 
contemporaries, hoger Norra. “ After he was called to the Bar,” 
cays Norra in his Life of his brother, Lord Keeper GuiLrorp, 
“ he [i.¢., JEFFREYS] used to sit in coffee- houses, vee gals his man 
to come and tell him that company attended him at his chamber ; 
at which he would huff and say, ‘Let them stay a little, I will 
come presently,’ and thus made a show of business.” This pas- 
sage is interesting because it shews that some methods of 
attaining a practice are not by any means the invention of 
this mercantile age. Assuming, then, that JEFFREYS was called 
to the Bar at or before 1666 he must have been at least twenty- 
one in that year, an! probably was a good deal older. This 
would antedate his birth to 1645 or earlier, and make him at 
least forty when the Woolsack received him. But even with all this 
the case of JEFFREYS contradicts our suggestion as to the unique 
character of the offer made to Sir Joun Suwon. 


The Career of Jeffreys. 


Str GeorGe JEFFREYS is not a historical character in whom 
anyone takes great interest, and therefore it is probably the case 
that no one except a reader of CAMPBELL’ famous “ Lives ” is at 
all acquainted with his career. Of course, his conduct of the 
“Bloody Assizes” is known to all the world, and 
MacaULaY’s biting portrait of him is familiar to those who 
care for English literature. But Jerrreys was in many ways 
a very remarkable man. He certainly attained a great 
practice at an unusually early age, and his success cannot have 
been due wholly to the somewhat mean arts of self-advertise- 
ment with which he is credited by Roger NortH. CAMPBELL 
and MACAULAY explain it by his cultivation of the city and its 
politics in days when most barristers-—usually, in the seventeenth 
century, the sons of country gentlemen—rather disdained to have 
anything to do with the common citizen. But in all ages there 
have been lawyers who tried to get on by devotion to a political 
party, and doubtless Jerrreys had too many rivals for civic 
tavour to have owed all his success to a device of this kind. The 
truth would seem to be that he was really an extremely able—if 
unscrupulous and rather brutal—lawyer ; his knowledge of legal 
principles was very remarkable, and scholars who have occasion to 
consult the old reports in which his judgments are enshrined 
—see, for example, /[eywood v. Mawnder (Freem. Ch. 98), on the 
possible limitations of trusts of a term—generally agree in admir- 
ing not only their ability but a very unexpected spirit of legal 
liberalism which they exhibit. Jerrreys became Common 
Sergeant of London in 1670, when he was only twenty-two years 
of age according to the received view of his birth date, and it is 
frankly impossible that the City Corporation—then, as now, a 
body of great dignity and importance—would have selected a 
youth of that age, or even some three or four years older, for 
this important judgeship, had he not made a great impression of 
ability them. The surviving portraits of JEFFREYS, too, 
as is well known, credit him with an aspect of dignity and high 
intelligence which contrasts strangely with his well-established 
brutality on the bench. Indeed, the late Professor CuHuRTON 


CoLLINs used to delight in telling how once he was conducting a | , 
‘so to shew the public what they must not do during the 


_~ of ladies through the National Portrait Gallery, and all 


alted in rapt admiration before a portrait, the name on which ' 


they could not read. ‘ Who is that singularly handsome, that 


noble-looking, that deeply intellectual judge ?” they asked. But 
when they learned it was a portrait of JEFFREYS, they at onee 
began to discover in it all sorts of sinister qualities, and ended up 
by saying that he looked positively bestial. Perhaps JEFFREYS, 
like so many other men, had in him two personalities—the 
Doctor JEKYLL of the Woolsack and the Mr. Hype of ths 
criminal Bar and Bench. 


Negligence Ancillary to Statutory Duties. 

AT FIRST sight the decision of DaRLING, J., and afterwards of 
the Court of Appeal, in Clerke v. Corporation of St. Helens (ante, 
p. 509) is a little puzzling. The engineer of the defendant 
corporation made use of a motor-car, their property, on his 
round of duties; so did a clerk in their treasury department. 
One day, after the car had been so used, and while it was 
returning to its garage, the plaintiff's wife was knocked down 
and injured in circumstances which the jury found shewed 
negligence by the driver—a servant of the corporation. An 
action was brought successfully against the corporation and 
damages were recovered for the tort of their servant. But pro- 
ceedings were not taken within the period of six months required 
by the Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, where “any 
ution . . . is commenced against any person 
[including corporations} for any act done in pursuance 
or execution or intended execution of any Act of Parlia- 
ment, or of any public duty or authority, or in respect 
of any alleged neglect or default in the execution of any 
such Act, duty, or authority.” Now, prima facie it does 
rather look as if the plaintiff was impaled on the horns of a 
dilemma. Either the corporation’s servant was acting in the 
course of his employment when the alleged negligence took 
place, or he was not so acting. If he was not so acting, then 
the corporation’s liability by virtue of the respondeat superior 
doctrine is obviously negatived, But if he was acting in the 
course of his employment, so as to fix responsibility for his 
tortious acts on his employer, then his employment by the cor- 
poration (unless wholly ultra vires, which was not suggested) 
must have been employment in the execution by them of their 
public duties, common law or statutory. In that case the 
statutory limitatien would appear to cover the tortious act 
complained of, and so negative the bringing of an action outside 
the six months’ period. The point is a nice one, and there appears 
to be no direct authority upon it until the present case, nor 
indeed any authority which is of much use even by way of 
analogy. Buta way out of the dilemma was found by Mr, 
Justice DARING and approved by the Court of Appeal. He 
held, in substance, that the protection of the statute only applied 
to trespasses, nuisances, and similar torts committed by the 
public authority in the endeavour to carry out a public duty, or 
to negligent performance of that duty; and not to negligence, 
nuisance, or trespasses committed or permitted by the 
corporation in the management of its property. At least we 
understand this to have been the ratwnale of the decision, by which 
it was held that the statctory limitation did not apply, though 
in no report which we have seen did any of the judges who so 
decided express their view very clearly. 








Ambiguity in Specifications of 
Patents. 


Tue House of Lords in the recent case of the National Colour 





Kinematograph (Limited) v. Bioschemes (Limited) (32 R. P. C, 256) 


‘made some forcible utterances on the subject of ambiguities in 
the Specifications of Patents. A patentee must lodge a Complete 
‘Specification which “ must particularly deseribe and ascertain 


the nature of the invention and the manner in which the same 
is tobe performed.” If both or either of these requisites 


‘are not fulfilled the patent is invalid. The object of the first 


is to settle definitely what it is that the patentee claims, and 


existence of the patent ; the object of the second is to ensure to 
the public the full benefit of the invention when the patent 
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expires. It was non-compliance with the first requisite which|to oppose, may, within two years from the date of the 


was held to invalidate the patent in the case under notice, and 
called forth the remarks of the House of Lords on the subject. 
Lord LoresuRnN, who introduced the matter, said :—“ Some of 
those who draft Specifications and claims are apt to treat this 
industry as a trial of skill, in which the object is to make the 
claim very wide upon one interpretation of it, in order to prevent 
as many people as possible from competing with the patentee’s 
business, cal then to rely upon carefully prepared sentences in 
the Specification which it is hoped will be just enough to limit 
the claim within safe dimensions if it is attacked in Court.” 
This he said was wrong, and he added, “it is the duty of a 
patentee to state clearly and distinctly, either in direct words or 
by clear and distinct reference, the nature and limits of what he 
claims.” With this last we agree ; but although there may have 
been some cases in which Specifications have been purposely drawn 
in the mala fide manner which Lord LorEBURN stigmatized, 
we think that there is no foundation for any general charge of 
“atrial of skill” of the kind which he made. We would further 
remark that most Specifications are drawn by patent agents, 
and we feel confident that no patent agent of any standing in 
his profession would intentionally draw a Specification of the 
kind to which his Lordship objected. It should be borne in 
mind that a patent agent is often handicapped by insufficient 
instructions from his client, and, further, that it would be imputing 
omniscience to him to treat him as acquainted, to the fullest 
extent, with the common or general knowledge on the subject- 
matter of every Specification he is called upon to draw. 

Lord PARKER’s remarks, in the case under notice, on the subject 
of ambiguities were very sweeping. After pointing out the 
necessity of the utmost good faith in preparing a Specification, 
he said that the intentional introduction of an ambiguity would 
be alone sufficient to avoid a patent, and “in a case reasonably 
capable of unambiguous statement the want of good faith may 
be gathered from the terms of the Specification itself ; in such 
a case I apprehend the Court might, on its own initiative, 
declare the patent to be invalid.” He added, “It is open to the 
Court to conclude that the terms of a Specification are so ambi- 
guous that its proper construction must always remain a matter 
of doubt, and in such a case, even if the Specification had been 
prepared in perfect good faith, the duty of the Court would be to 
declare the patent void.” The application of these principles, 
without any qualification, would undoubtedly bear hardly on 
patentees and patent agents, especially the latter, who cannot be 
expected to anticipate all the points which might be raised, if 
the validity of the patent were attacked in future ligitation ; so 
we are glad to notice that Lord Parker, in concluding his 
remarks, said, “ The Court, however, will always make due 
allowance for the difficulties of the case, and will not impute 
mala fides without etrong reason, or be astute to deprive a 
patentee of a valuable invention either because of his imperfect 
acquaintance with the art, or because of the carelessness or want 
of skill of his agent.” We hope that in future when a Court is 
dealing with this question of ambiguity it will carefully observe 
and apply this saving clause. 

We anticipate that the pronouncement of the House of Lords 
will not be without effect on the practice of the Patent Office. 
When a Complete Specification is lodged at the Office it is referred 
to an Examiner, and if the Examiner reports to the Comptroller 
that “the nature of the invention is not fairly described,” the 
Comptroller may refuse the application for a patent, or require 
the Specification to be amended before he proceeds with the 
application ; but this is subject to an appeal to the Law Officer. 
We expect that the Examiners and the Comptroller will now be 
increasingly on the look-out for ambiguities in the descriptions of 
inventions. We think that on this question of ambiguity it 
ought be borne in mind that a Specification has to pass through 
this ordeal before its acceptance; and, further, that when it is 
accepted, any person may within two months oppose the grant 
of the patent on the ground, inler alia, “that the nature of the 
invention or the manner in which it is to be performed is not 
sufficiently or fairly described and ascertained in the complete 
Specification.” Lastly, if there is no opposition, and the 
patent is granted, any person, wh» would have been entitled 





patent, apply to the Comptroller to revoke the patent on any 
ground on whieh he might have opposed the grant, i.c., including 
ambiguity. 








The Remoteness of General 
Powers. 


WE referred last week (an/e, p. 505) to an article in the Harowrd 
Law Review for May on “The Remoteness of General Powers.” 
This is by Mr. J. L. THORNDIKE and is the third contribution 
which he has recently made to the subject of perpetuities, which, 
for all its wealth of decisions, still affords points of interest and 
sometimes of doubt. The first was made in May, 1913, when he 
assisted (see 57 Soticirors’ JOURNAL, 607) in clearing away a 
misunderstanding which had arisen over a passage in the judgment 
of Lord ParKER—then Parker, J.—in Re De Sommery (1912, 
2 Ch., p. 630). The learned Judge said that a special power is 
void if, according to the instrument creating it, it is capable of 
being exercised beyond the limits of the rule; though, if only 
exercisable within the limits, it is a good power notwithstanding 
that some particular exercise of it might be void because of the 
rule. This is the result of the subdivision of the perpetuities rule 
when it is applied to powers. Primarily the rule relates to 
direct interests in property, and forbids the creation of future 
interests which will not vest within the recognized period---a life 
or lives in being and twenty-one years after. But in applying the 
rule to powers, there is the preliminary requirement that the 
power itself shall not be too remote ; and then, in addition, under 
the ordinary rule, the interests created by its exercise must not 
be too remote ; or, as it is shortly put, there must neither be 
remoteness in the creation nor in the exercise of the power. 
Lord PARKER stated this very clearly in Re De Sommery, though 
the omission to recognize the distinction led to some criticism of 
his dictum. 

The same subdivision of the rule applies to goneral powers, 
the only distinction being as to the date from which the period is 
reckoned for the second purpose ; that is, for ascertaining the 
validity of the interests created by a particular exercise of the 
power. In the case of a special power, this is the date of the 
instrument under which the power arises; in the case of a 
general power, it is the date of the exercise of the power. But 
there is the authority of JAmEs, V.C.—afterwards Tord Justice 
—in Re Powell's Trusts (18 W. K. 228, 39 L. J. Ch, 188), and 
of Mr. Gray (Perpetuities, 2nd ed, ss. 526 ef seg.), for giving 
a different date in the case of a general power which is only 
exercisable by the will of a tenant for life. The limitations 
under the exercise of such a power must, it was held in /’e 
Powell's Trusts, be carried back to the instrument under 
which the life estate and power arise. In Rous v. Jackson (29 
Ch. D. 521), however, Cuirry, J., declined to follow the 
decision, and the same course was taken in Re Flower (34 W. R. 
149, 55 L. J.-Ch. 200), and in Stuart v. Babington (27 L. R. Ir. 
551). In Mr. THorNpike’s second article referred to above, 
which we noticed in 58 Soticrrors’ JoURNAL, 630, he supported 
the authority of these later decisions against Mr. Gray's 
advocacy of the doctrine of He Powell’s Trusts. The point is 
of considerable theoretical interest ; possibly at some time it may 
become practical again; but for the present Mr. THORNDIKE'S 
opinion coincides with the English authorities, and there is no 
distinction as regards general powers exercisable by deed or 
will and by will only. oo either case the perpetuity period is 
reckoned from the exercise of the powers (see Laws of 
England, vol. 22, p. 356). 

In his present article Mr. THORNDIKE assumes the role 
of critic, and questions the correctness of the current view that 
a general power to appoint by deed or will given to the unborn 
child of a living person is valid, although a power similarly given 
to appoint by will alone is void. That a general testamentary 
power given to an unborn person is void is settled by several 
cases (Wollaston v. King, L. R. 8 Eq. 165, 170; Morgan v. 
Gronow, 16 Eq. 1,9; Tredennick v. Tredennick, 1900, 1 1. R. 354, 
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362), the reason being that nothing will vest in the representa- 
tives of the donee of the power, “or in anyone else, under an 
exercise of the power, which might be beyond the limits 
allowed by the rule as to perpetuities” (Morgan v. Cronow). 
But it is said that a power in a marriage settlement to appoint 
among children is well executed by an appointment to one of them 
for lite with power for him to dispose of the capital by deed 
or will (see Farwell on Powers, 2nd ed., p. 292) ; and this is put 
on the ground that “a life interest with a general power of 
— of the fund by deed or will is equivalent to 
absolute ownership, and does not in any way tie up the fund in 
contravention of the rule against perpetuities,” while a power 
limited to we] appointment prevents the donee from 
dealing with the fund by any aet inter vivos” (Tredennick vy. 
Tredennick, supra, at p. 362). 

In point of authority this result is usually based on the 
decision of the House of Lords in Bray v. Bree (2 Cl. & F. 453; 
8 Bli. N. 8S. 568; see Farwell on Powers, supra; Laws of 
England, vol. 22, p. 355), where a special power in a marriage 
settlement was held to be well exercised by an appointment by 
the wife, after the death of the husband, upon trusts in favour of 
the only child, a daughter ; these included a life estate with a 

eneral power of appointment by deed or will, and an ultimate 
imitation to her executors or administrators as part of her per- 
sonal estate. It was held that this was a peo exercise of the 
special power, but the decision seems'to have gone—mainly, at 
any rate—upon other points than the question of perpetuity, and 
Mr. THORNDIKE contends that on this question it is not entitled 
to rank as an authority. He refers to Mr. Gray (Perpetuities, 
Ist ed., s. 524) as saying that the question of remoteness was 
not suggested either from the Bench or at the Bar ; but the refer- 
ence is not altogether happy, for he does not seem to have 
noticed why this statement is omitted in the second edition. In 
fact, according to the report in 2 Cl. & F. (at p. 460), Mr. 
PRESTON argued that the donee of the power “ had so exereised 
itas to exceed the limit to which the power would be legally 
extended ” ; but his argument was unsuccessful. This looks like 
a reference to the perpetuities rule, and we presume that Mr. 
Gray found that his statement was wrong, and that was why 
he omitted it in the second edition. However, that is 
not very material, for Mr. THORNDIKE points out that the 
limitations created in Lay v. Bree were not ordinary limitations 
for life with a power of appointment by deed or will, and in 
default of appointment, then to a third person ; but limitations 
suitable to the case of a married woman, and merely designed to 
give her at once, as far as possible, the entire beneficial interest. 
Other similar decisions upon corresponding limitations are Fry v. 
a (Kay, 163, 170) and Re Teague’s Settlement (L. R. 10 Eq. 
(04). 


Assuming that Pray v. Bree can be got rid of and the maiter 
reopened, then Mr. THORNDIKE argues that the validity of a 
limitation to an unborm person of a life estate, with a general 
power of appointment by deed or will, is inconsistent with 
London and South-Western Railway Co. vy. Gomm (20 Ch. D. 562), 
since no estate can arise under the general power until it is 
exercised, and this may be at any time during the life of the 
donee ; that is, during a life which was not in existence when the 
original special power was created. “In Gomm’s case,” he says, 
“the right to call for a conveyance which gave the railway com- 
pany an equitable interest in the land was held to be void for 
remoteness, because it might have been exercised at any time 
during the company’s existence. The vesting of any interest 
under an exercise of power to appoint by deed or will depends in 
like manner upon the doing of the act prescribed in the power.” 
The argument is ingenious, but we doubt whether the resemblance 
between the limitation in question and the covenant for recon- 
veyance on request in (omm’s case is more than superficial. The 
immediate life estate, with a superadded general power to 
appoint by deed, has been accepted as being in fact equivalent 
to absolute ownership whether the power is exercised or 
not; and such an interest, therefore, is not, in  sub- 
stance, opposed to the perpetuities rule, even though the 
ownership is not technically complete until the power is exercised. 
Probably Mr. THORNDIKE makes too much of the exercise of 





the power as being necessary to complete the ownership for the 
purpose of the perpetuities rule. In Gcmin’s case the railway 
company had no immediate interest, and never would have any 
until the notice was given. Mr. THORNDIKE’s article is inter- 
esting and instructive, but we doubt whether it will upset the 
rule Jaid down in Farwell on Powers and elsewhere, whether 
that rule is a necessary result of Pray vy. Bree or not. 








Reviews, 


Conveyancing Precedents. 


ByrHEWcop AND JARMAN. A ComprnpiuM by Cuarves Epwarp 
Cree, assisted by Donatp C. L. Crer, Barristers-at-Law, or THE 
PRECEDENTS IN CONVEYANCING by the late W. M. Byruewoop, 
THOMAS JARMAN, AND GEORGE SWEET, Barristers-at-Law. In Two 
Volumes. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited), 


The feature in this new collection of conveyancing precedents is 
that in general each precedent is complete in itself. There is a 
growing tendency in modern precedents to give in the first instance 
a series of separate clauses, duly arranged and classified, and then to 
leave the draftsman to fill them into the skeleton forms which follow. 
There are obvious advantages in such a plan — mainly that it saves 
space—but it assumes a good working acquaintance with conveyanc- 
ing, and in the absence of trained intelligence and skill it may lead 
to awkward mistakes. And even the experienced draftsman may 
sometimes prefer to have the full precedent before him instead of 
having to prepare his draft on the Chinese puzzle system. Mr. 
Cree’s work, which we gather is founded on “ Bythewood and 
Jarman,” is intended to cater for those who prefer their precedents in 
full ; though he admits that his method has its limits, and, in par- 
ticular, when he comes to the precedents of wills, he has to discard 
the full form arrangement, med return to the Chinese puzzle method. 
He says that this has to be done “ for obvious reasons” ; but we do 
not quite see why the method which he champions, if it is a good 
one, should not be applicable as much to wills as, say, to settle 
ments ; and since a will is one of the most usual documents in 
practice, it might seem to be specially suitable for the plainer 
method of treatment. 

Apart from the special method of arranging the forms, this 
collection does not, so far as we have observed, present any new 
features. In general the paragraph system is adopted, though this 
is not carried far enough, and in particular in the leases the forms 
are either not broken up- into paragraphs at all, or are only 
insufficiently broken up. This is unfortunate, for a well-drawn 
lease at the present time has its separate clauses for the demise, 
the lessee’s and lessor’s covenants respectively, and the provisoes, 
and each of these later clauses are broken up into sub-sections so 
as to exhibit the various covenants and provisoes distinctly. This 
is a great improvement on the old method with its clumsy reiteration 
of “and also” and “ provided further”; and in‘a future edition of the 
work we hope that the paragraph system will be more freely adopted, 
The same remarks apply to the recitals, and here too Mr. Cree’s 
method varies ; sometimes they are put in separate paragraphs, 
sometimes they are made continuous. The forms themselves are 
clear and practical, and the notes informing and helpful. The form 
of conveyance to partners (Vol. L., p. 345) follows the method 
adopted in Key & Elphinstone (10th ed,, Vol. L, p. 518)—a work 
to which Mr. Cree acknowledges his indebtedness—so as to 
create a trust in favour of the partnership with power to 
appoint new trustees, and to sell without the concurrence of persons 
clatming under deceased partners; and the form of assignment of 
leaseholds by a mortgagee by sub-demise selling under his statutory 
power of sale seems to follow very closely the corresponding form 
in Key & Elphinstone (Vol. L., p. 578). To future conveyancers no 
doubt the mortgage of leaseholds by sub-demise, and the subtle form 
of assignment to which it has led, will be as much a curiosity as a 
recovery or fine t» the conveyancers of the present day. We notice 
that in the form of mortgage in Vol II., at p.6, no definition clause 
is introduced, and the full forms “ the borrower, his heirs, executors, 
administrators, or assigns,” ete., are used; but with a proper 
definition clause it is really unnecessary to go beyond the term 
“borrower” and “lender.” In the precedent at p. 9 this is remedied, 
but what is good for one form is good for another ; and in the 
mortgages Mr. Cree cannot resist the temptation to shorten his 
forms by references to particular clauses elsewhere. 

Still, substantially the book avoids cross references and gives 
precedents at length, and this feature will make it specially useful 
where the drafting has to be done in a hurry or left toaclerk. A 
reference to /te Dowson & Jenkins’ Contract (1904, 2 Ch. 219), on 
the strict construction of powers of attorney, might usefully be added. 
In that case an attorney to sell was held to be unable to exercise a 
power of sale vested in his principal as mortgagee. 
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Books of the Week. 


Partnership.—A_ Digest of the Law of Partnership, with 
Forms, and an Appendix on the Limited Partnerships Act, 1907. By 
the Rt. Hon. Sir Frevertcx Poutock, Bart., D.C.L., Barrister-at 
Law. Tenth Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 10s. 


Probate.—The Practitioner's Probate Manual. 
Picken. Eleventh Edition. Waterlow & Sons (Limited). 6s. net. 


Emergency Legislation.—Supplement No. 3 to April 
30th, 1915, in continuation of Supplement to No. 2 to the Manual of 
Emergency Legislation, comprising all the Acts of Parliament 
Proclamations, Orders, &c., with an Analytical Index to Supplements 
Nos. 2 and 3. Edited by ALEXANDER PuLtutna, C.B., Barrister-at- 
Law. Published by Authority. Wyman & Sons (Limited). 


2s. 6d. 


By Cuarces H. 


Criminal Appeal.—Criminal Appeal Cases. Reports of 
in the Court of Criminal Appeal, March 22, 29, 30; April 
May 3,10, 1915. Edited by Herman Counen, Barrister-at- 
Vol XL, Part 7. Stevens & Haynes. 6s. net. 


Belgium.—German Legislation for the Occupied Territories of 
Belgium. Official Texts. Edited by Cuartes H. Hvusericn, 
JUD. DC.L, LLD. and A. Nicot-Speyer, J.U.D. Second 
Series. December 31, 1914—March 31, 1915. The Hague ; Martinus 
Nijhoff. 4s. 6d. net, 
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Correspondence. 


The Retirement of Lord Haldane. 
| To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journ ul and Weekly Reporte r.] 


Sir,—Referring to the reference to and eulogy of Lord Haldane in 
last week’s number of your journal, the words in which you regret 
his retirement from the position of Lord Chancellor are entirely 
contrary to the wishes and opinions of nineteen out of twenty 
solicitors. In my own town, where there ure something like 200 
solicitors, | have from time to time personally asked more than 
thirty solicitors of various kinds of political opinion, and in every 
ingle case they have stated their objection to his remaining in the 
Cabinet, and consider that he ought to have retired at the commence 
ment of the war. 

may say positively that the majority of educated people, both 
legal and otherwise, do not agree that Lord Haldane was the great 
«administrator you mention, and infact are of opinion he did more 
harm to the Army than good. Also they consider his conduct and 
utterances had a great deal to do with bringing on the war and 
leaving us unprepared for it. 

But the principal point on which his continuance in office was 
objecte to was his known partiality in favour of Germany, which 
continues even to the present day, as evidenced by the reply he 
made in the House of Lords to the questions put to him relative to 
the 7imes and Herr Ballin. To feel that Lord Haldane should te 
in the Cabinet when the terms of peace would have to be discussed 
was especially abhorrent to all those who have suffered the loss of 
sons and relatives in the war or have otherwise felt the effect of the 
wy in which it is conducted by the Germans. 

June 2, 1915. A Supscriser ror Forty Years. 

{We may perhaps refer our correspondent to the following passage 
from the Spectator of 20th May, a paper which under its present 
editor is specially qualified to speak of military matters :— 


‘Not only will Liberal Ministers regret so greatly valued a 
colleague, but the country as a whole, which judges justly and 
widely and not on petty points, will regret the loss of Lord 
Haldane. The service that he rendered to the country in the 
creation of the Territurial system is one which can never be 
forgotten. That system is one of the things in the Army which 
has worked with perfect success. It has given us over half a 
million men of the very best quality. 

“ There is another service done by Lord Haldane which is not 
so often recognized. He gave us the National Reserve. It is 
true that the initial idea did not come from him, but from the 
Surrey Territorial Association; but Lord Haldane quickly 
recognized the value of the experiment, and at once ordered its 
adoption by all other Territorial Associations. The ultimate 
result of this was that the National Reserve sent some two 
hundred thousand men to the colours. 

This is very similar to what we said last week, and seems to dis- 
pose of our correspondent’s criticism so far as the Army is concerned, 
a matter on which we cannot ourselves pretend to special know- 
ledge, though in fact the writer of the observations in question has 
had six months’ service as an officer in Lord Kitchener's Army. Wo 


’ 





may also refer to expressions of opinion in the same sense in Mr- 
Sydney Brooks’ ostiale in 7'he Outlook last week, to the article on 
Lord Haldane in the “Daily Mail Handbook” for 1915, and to Sir John 
French’s words as given by Capt. A. Hilliard Atteridge in “The british 
Army of To-day,” spoken when Lord Haldane resigned his position 
at the War Office in 1912 :--“ He [Lord Haldane] had left the Army, 
having, he [Sir John French] thought he might fairly say, in 
augurated and made a military fighting machine and established a 
system of national defence such as this country never had before, and 
which was far more suited to our present needs than anything had 
been in the past.” As regards Lord Haldane’s retirement from the 
Chancellorship, our correspondent is entitled to his views. Our own 
have been sufliciently expressed the last two weeks.— Eb. S../.| 


Communications with the Enemy. 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—Commenting on the two cases of The Panariell 
Robson v. The Premier Oil and Pipe Line in an editorial nots 
appeared in the Souicrrors’ JourNAL AND WEEKLY Reporte! 
15th May (Vol. 59, No. 30, p. 468), it is said :— 
“Tt may be regarded as settled that the prohibition of inter 
course between subjects of hostile States is not restricted to 
commercial intercourse but is absolute.” 


It is obvious that this comment is entirely justified in view of th 
fact that Mr. Justice Sargant’s decision in the case of Rodson \ 
The Premier Oil and Pipe Line has been confirmed by the Court 
of Appeal, but I would point out that, apparently in conflict with the 
legal decisions on the point, the authorities do not appear t 
sider that all intercourse between British citizens and citizens of a 
hostile State is ipso facto illegal. 

In a letter which I addressed to you on this subject, and which 
appeared in the Soutcrrors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY Reporter for 
13th February, 1915 (Vol. 59, No. 17, p. 268), [ called attention to 
the fact that the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Regulatio 
1914, Article 24, seems clearly to recognise the legality of communi 
cations by post, and in this connection [ would venture to call 
attention to the following communication which has just appeared 
in the daily papers : 

“The Secretary of the War Office announces that lette1 
enemy countries or for places in the occupation of the enen 
enclosed in letters for neutral countries, will not in futui 
forwarded, unless the inner cover containing the letter for the « 
ra place occupied by the enemy, is left open by the sender.” 

Temple Chambers, E.C. May 31. Ricuarp Kin 

[Practically no doubt this leaves the way open for proper communi 
cation with enemy subjects ; but is it not also technically in accord 
with the recent decisions, which do not prohibit communication 
with the enemy under licence from the Crown? The passing of 
a mn the censor seems to be equivalent to such a licence.— 
au, NS. J. 


» CON 





: Age and the Lord Chancellorship. 

[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.| 

Sir,—In the reference in “Current Topics” this week to Sir John 
Simon it stated that “ probably no man before was ever offered th 
Woolsack at forty-two.” 

Macaulay, referring to Baron Jeffreys, says: “ He had been Chiet 
Justice of the King’s Bench at thirty-five, and Lord Chancellor at 
thirty-seven.” Joun C. WILSON. 

60, Castle- street, Liverpool, May 31. 

[See observation under “Current Topics.”—Ep. S. /.] 





Stamp Duty on Disentailing Assurance. 
{Z'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—I have received the permission of the Board of Inland 
Revenue to publish the following letter in answer to questions 
addressed to the Board by me. The questions asked appear from 
the letter, and the Board’s reply may be of interest to you! 
readers. C. E. S. 


The following is the letter referred to :— 
Inland Revenue, 
Somerset House, 
15th May, 1915. 

With reference to your letter of the 2lst ult. regarding ti 
stamp duty attracted by disentailing assurances, | am directed by the 
Boaid of Inland Revenue to acquaint you that such instruments, co0 
taining the common limitation to such uses as the tenant for life and 
tenant in tail appoint, and in default to the tenant for life in restoration 
cf his previous life estate, are regarded as falling within the saving 
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words of section 74 (6) of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, is “a disen- | 


tailing ‘assurance not Jimiting any new estate ot her than an estate in tee 
simple in the person disentailing the property.’ 

With regard to your second enquiry, I am to state that “capital 
moneys” arising under the Settled Land Acts are, if disentailed, treated 
as standing on the sume footing as land. 

F. A. BARRETT, Assistant Secretary. 


Metropolis (Valuation) Act, 1869.—Deposit of | 


New Quinquennial Valuation List. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir.—On Ist June the City Corporation and the various other 
rating authorities throughout the metropolis “deposited” the new 
Valuation List as required by section 42 (sub section 1) of the above 
named Act 

Where the present gross and rateable values are increased in the 
new list the authorities are bound to send notice of such increased 
assessment to tne occupier of the property panes 9). Where no 
alteration is made no notice is segelted to be given, and none is 
sent 

The gross and rateable assessments in this list will govern the pay- 
ment of all rates, water rate, King’s taxes, and land tax for the 

ensuing five years. The assessments “ become fixed unless 
abe cted to within twenty-five days of the deposit of the list. 

t follows, therefore, that any rate nave rs whose old assessment is 
4 excess of the present annual value of the property should now 
inspect the new Ist, to ascertain if a reduction hi as been made, and if 
not he should make an immediate objection, or he will have no 
opportunity of redress for a further five years. 

You may think with me that a reminder to your readers may not 
be out of place at the present time, and may like to make some 
reference to this in your next issue. SypNey A. SMITH. 

22, Chancery-lane, W.C., June 3. 


{The best reminder is Mr. Smith’s letter, for which we are obliged 
to him.—Eb. S.J/.] 








CASES OF FORMER 
SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal 


Re UNITED LONDON AND SCOTTISH INSURANCE CO. (LIM ). 
BROWN’S CLAIM. No. 1. Sth May. 


InsURANCE—SICKNESS AND AcCIDENT—ExcepTions—‘‘ ANYTHING SWwaL 
LOWED, ADMINISTERED OR INHALED ’’— ASSURED ACCIDENTALLY SUFFO 
catep BY Gas Lert Turnep ON—Excretion not Confined TO VOLUN 
TARY INHALATION. 

{ policy of sickness and accident insurance contained various excep- 
tions, including accidental death caused by ‘anything swallowed, 
adminiatered ca inhaled. 

Held, that the word “inhaled”’ must not be restricted to voluntary 
inhalation, or inhalation while voluntarily exposed to a known risk. 

Decision of Astbury, J. (ante, p. 333), reversed 

Cole v. Accident Insurance Co. (5 7. L. R. 736) applied, 


Appeal by the liquidator from a decision of Astbury, J. (reported 
59 Soticrrors’ JouRNAL, p. 333), allowing a claim by executors to prove 
in the winding-up of the company in respect of a policy insuring their 
testator against accidents. The policy insured against bodily injury 
‘by violent, accidental, external and visible means,’’ £500 being pay- 
able on death. On the back of the policy were certain conditions 
excepting from liability, one of which was: ‘‘ This policy does not 
insure against death by accident caused by medical or surgical treat 
ment, or fighting, ballooning, racing, self-injury, or suicide, or any 
thing swallowed or administered or inhaled. . . .’’ The insured was 
found dead on the floor of a lavatory in his own house, suffocated by 
gas poisoning, the gas being turned on, but unlighted. There was no 
suggestion of suicide. The liquidator rejected the proof on the ground 
that the gas was ‘“‘inhaled.”’ Astbury, J., allowed it, on the ground 
that the word ‘‘inhaled’”” must be taken to mean ‘“ voluntarily in 
haled,’’ and could not apply to the accidental inhalation of an escape 
of gas. The Yiquidator appealed. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., stated the facts, and proc eeded He 
was tempted to use the language of Lord Esher in Cole v. Accident 
Insurance Co. (5 T. L. R., at p. 737), and to say that he was preju 
diced against that policy, and it was an honest, right and judicial 
prejudice. Tt was a policy of insurance against accident, and it was 
drawn in such terms that it would not secure the holder in almost every 


insurance » 
g else in the Act, every Lloyd's policy on a ship might come 
the Act, for they generall 

poli 1es were expressly taken out of the Act by section 28, sub-section 
cases where loss by fire was one of the various risks insured 


that saving sub-section It 
so, the provisions for v _——— of ol cy on a W nding up, 
were first introduced by that sete’. and the principle of 
rthern Counties of England rae Tneurance Ce Vactarlane’a 








kind of accident: People should be warned against insuring under 


n that form. But it had to be construed, and he had come 
uclusion, with regret, that the view of the learned judge could 
vil. It was seriously open to doubt whether the company was 
empted from liability unless the four conditions—violent, acci 


, external and visible—were all severally complied with; but that 


ot necessary to consider The learned Judwe had held that 


ng inhaled *’ meant voluntarily inhaled, such as the taking of 
cs on going to a dentist He regretted that he was unable to 
The policy was not at all ambiguous or obscure The decision 
id apparently been infl enced by two Amer in cases Cole’ 
') was a clear authority in favour of the appeal, which would 
ed 
rp and Warrincron, L.JJ delivered judgment to the same 
ounseL, Leslie Scott, K.C and /7. FE. Wright: W. Shake 
SOLIcTTORS Wrensted, Hind, d& Roberts Trower, Still, 
d& Freeling, for Pike & Chapman, Galashiels 
Repor’ H. Laxerorp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


UNITED LONDON AND SCOTTISH INSURANCE CO. (LIM.) 
NEWPORT NAVIGATION CO.’S CLAIM. No.1. 6th May. 


e—Fire orn Marine—INSURANCE OF SHIP AGAINST Fire, 


ING GENERAL AVERAGE AND SALVAGE CHARGE WINDING-UP 
URANCE COMPANY—SvuBsEQUENT Loss or Snip py Fine—VaLva 
vw Powiey AssuRANCE Compantes Act, 1909 (9 Ep. 7, c. 49), 
B), 17 anp 28 (3), AND ScHEpULE .6 
/ ining @ ah p yainat lose or dame ye Oy fire, includ ng 
l sal te cla 7 and qene ral average charges i nota pol / 
insurance, but one of fre insurance within the feeurance 
tcf. 1909. and af the ship ia destroyed hy fi after an 
ding up the insurance mpany ww made, the wer la m ia 
what th y can reco ; na valuation of the policy in accord 
h section 17 and the Sixth Schedule to the Aet. 


Appeal by the claimants from a decision of Astbury, J. (reported 


429), on a summons in the liquidation of the above company 
ants took it a policy dated llth April, 1912 whereby, in 


consideration of a premium of £71, the insurance company insured 
steamer, The MecLouth, for twelve months, in a fixed amount, 
all direct loss or damage by fire. The policy covered against 


’ 


risk of fire only, including general average and salvage charges 
¢ therefrom,’’ and provided that there could be no abandonment 
company. The insurance company did not purport to carry on 
business of marine insurance An order was made for the winding 
f the company, and a fortnight later the steamer was totally 
oyed by fire. The applicants claimed as for a total loss, on the 
basis that . 
f on the ground that the policy was a fire policy within the 
Assurance Companies Act, 1909, but was willing to admit a proof for 
unexpired part of the premium. By section 17 of the Act, where 
assurance company is being wound up by the court, the value of 


the policy was a marine policy, but the liquidator rejected 


y is to be estimated in accordance with the rules contained in 


Sixth Schedule to the Act In the case of fire policies, this value 
is to be such portion of the last premium paid as is proportionate to 
the unexpired portion of the period for which the premium was paid, 


J., upheld the decision of the liquidator, and the claimants 


Tre Court dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that he could not see any reason to 

from the decision of Astbury, J. The policy in the present case 
policy of fire finsuranee within the definition contained ‘in 


the issue of, or the undertaking of liability under, policies 
against loss by, or incidental to, fire Unless there was 
y insured against fire but these 


Here the policy was against fire alone, and did not come 
was er within section 1 (4), 


Ch. D. 337), had no application The appeal would be 


Pickrorp and Warrincton L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 

Counsext. F. D. Mackinnon, K.C., and L. F.C. Darby; Leslie 
K.C.. and 7. EB. Wright. Soricrtors, Parker warrett, & Co.; 
ted, Hind, & Roberts 


[Reported by H. Lancrone Lewis, Barristera*-Law J 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re GLOBE TRUST (LIM.). Astbury, J. 2nd March, 


Winptnc-uep—Creprrors’ Petit1ion—No Crepitrors Oprosina 


Orprvary Reite—Ex Deriro Justirian—Assets UNRFALISABLE 


or THE War—Covrrs (Emercency) Powers Act, 1914 (4 & 5 


- P 78 


al the fact that the Courta (Emergency) Powera Act, 1914 
5 78 el ub-aection 3, ¢ rpres ly qives the Court power 
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on a bankruptcy petition where the debtor's inability 
cumatancesa attributable to the war. but the Act con- 
there 
deal with a winding up peti 


riaion in the case of a winding up petition, 
Court by analogy t 
reditora otherwise than by making the winding-up 


pp 
would he entitled ex debito justitiae im 


/ which ‘ pet fioner 
ne f peace im #u h roumatancea 
Re Western of Canada Oil Lands and Works Co 
followed 
The reasoning Re A Company (59 Soricrrors’ JournaL, 269 and 
1915. 1 (A. 520), which woe a cose / presenting awinding-up peti 


1873, L. R.17 Ey. 1 


tion, applied t ‘ eae couse 
was presented by ij idgment 


A peti to 


| \ ompany 
reditor il suppor . ier judgment creditors, and no 


reditors 
appeared t ! st the ypposed on the ground that, 
y assets of the company were not presently 
realizable and that is was a case which, if it did not come within 
ourts (Emergency) Powers Act, 1914, never 
spirit of the Act They contended that the 
make the order ex dehit jguatitiae, as they 
I peace and 
1914; but that owing 
ht go into 
They 


oats or 


company 


owing to the va 


the actual terms ¢ 
theless came tl 
Court was not bound to 
sdmitted that the Court would have been bound in time « 
apart from the Courts (Emergen y) Powers Act 
to the t irt had a discretion in the matter, and mig 


the oO hether relief should be given under tne ct 


cont ee } the petition should either be dismissed w thout 
ordeved t stand over till the end of the war 

Astaury, J., after stating the facts, said : In normal times when no 
creditors appear in opposition the Court has no discretion, and the peti 
tioner is entitled to his order ex debito juatitiae 
see Howe Hope Lite Insurance and Guarantee Co 1865, 11 H. L. C 
389) and He Weet of Canada Oil Landa and Worka Co 1873, L. R. 
17 Eq. 1 I am vever, asked to apply the analogy of the Courts 
Emerger Powers Act, 1914, and to exercise a discretion in this 
ease which, apart from the war, I certainly do not possess. The Court 
of Appeal has decided in the case of Re A Company (59 Soricrtors’ 
JourNAL, 269 and 302; 1915, 1 Ch. 520) that the Act does not apply to 
the case of the presentation of a winding up petition Moreover, by 
sub-section 3, of the Act, express power is given to the Court 
bankruptcy petition where the debtor's in 
circumstances attributable to the war, but 
there is no corresponding provision in the case of a winding-up petition 
I do not think [ have any discretion in the matter, and I accordingly 
make the usual compulsory order Counset, PB. P. Croom-Johnaon;: 
Fairfax Luxrmoore; The Hon. H. W. Covens-Hardy, K.C., and L. W. 
Byrne Soirerrors, Thorold, Brodie, d- Bonham Carter, for EF. G. Ames 
ad Son, Frome 


$a matter of course 


section 1 
to stay proceeditr gs on a 
ability to pay is due to 


Vayo, Elder. d- Co.: Redfern, Hunt. & Co 
(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law,] 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 

MASON v. MASON. 3rd May. 
Divorce—Restitvution or Consvucat Riguts—Decree—ResPonDdeNT ON 
Active Service Asproap—Time ror COMPLIANCE AFTER SERVICE 

PRACTICE. 

Where, 
waa on active abroad, the Court, in pronouncing a decree, 
directed that the decree should not be served until further order. 

In this undefended suit by a wife for restitution of conjugal rights, 
a question arose as to the proper period to be specified in the decree 
as the time within which, after service, the decree should be com- 
plied with, where the respondent was on active service with the British 
Expeditionary Forces in France. The Court having heard the evidence, 
counsel for the petitioner asked for a decree of restitution of conjugal 
rights He said that the respondent was serving with the British 
Army in France Horripce, J.: If I specify the period of fourteen 
days in the decree, the time should not commence to run until the 
respondent returns from the war, and by tnat I do not mean a mere 
temporary return on leave. I understand that Bargrave Deane, J., 
has expressed the view that that is the proper form of decree in these 
circumstances.] Counsel 
be more convenient simply to pronounce the decree, with liberty to 
apply as to service 

Horripce, J., 


Horridge, J. 


service 


ic. R 
id. & C. 





claimant for neceszearies are suape nded on seizure of the ship hy the 
Crown. 

The Tergeetra, an Austrian ship, was seized as prize by the | 
of Customs at Sunderland, after she had actually been arrested at t! 
suit of a claimant for necessaries, and this was an application by the 
Crown claiming detention of the ship. 

Sir Samvet Evans, P., in the course of his judgment, said: This 
vessel could net or was not allowed to leave before the days zrace 
expired. so in any event she is only liable to detention, and not 
demnation. But before she was seized as prize two claimants in 
of necessaries had issued writs, and she was actually in tne cust 
the Admiralty Marshal, and one of the claimants moved for ju 
and execution in default. The arrest of the vessel by these 
gives them security for such sums as they are able to establis 


| due to them, but it does not prevent or hinder the Crown from 


the ship as prize of wa I accordingly order the vessel to be dé 


| and suspend the proceedings by the necessaries claimants till 


COUNSEL R. H Balloch; R. 1. Samey ; E. W. Bright 
Dunlop. Sorsicrtors, The Treasury Solicitor, for the Crow 
Dodd, and Downing, Handcock, & Co., for the cla 
Holman, Birdwood, & Co., for the owners. 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barr‘ster-at-Law.]) 


order 


Sir Samuel Evans, P. 


“THE LINARIA.” 20th April. 

Prize Law—RucuHts or MortGaGees—Goops CONSIGNED TO AN ENGLIsH 

PortT—ADVANCE MADE BY THE SELLERS ON COMMISSION—DIFFICULTY OF 

OBTAINING A SHIP OWING TO GOVERNMENT REQUISITIONING THE SHIP IN 

WHICH THE SHOULD HAVE BEEN DELIVERED—EQUITABLE 
Estopre, AGAINST THE CROWN. 


(,00Ds 


Mortgagees of Turkish enemy goods have no rights in the Prize Court 
even though the goods are consigne d to a British port, and the ad res 
were made by persons who had arranged to sell them in this countr 
The ruling in The Odessa (ante, p. 189) held to cove 

a case as this. There ia no principle upon which the Crown 
estopped in equity from setting up a claim to these goods on the ground 


commission 


| that, if they had been shipped in the ship in which it was originally 
| intended that they should have been shipped, they would have reached 


|} and not 


| that they became 


England before the outbreak of war with Turkey, but that they wer 
prevented from 80 doing because such ship was requisitioned by the 
English Government. 


In this case the Crown claimed the condemnation of the goods of 
some Turkish merchants at Bagdad shipped on the British steamship 
Linaria for sale on commission in London. The London merchants had 
advanced £400 in respect of the goods. They contended that their case 
was distinguishable from 7'he Odessa (1915, P. 52), (1) because this was 
an advance by the selling firm, a firm, in fact, selling on commission, 
by the bankers, and (2) because the goods were destined 
for a British port, and not a hostile port. They further contended 
that it would be inequitable for the Crown to confiscate these goods, 
because it was due to the action of the Crown in requisitioning the ship, 
on which they were to have been delivered, for Government service, 
whereby they arrived in London after the outbreak of war with Turkey, 
liable to condemnation, which would not have 


| happened but for the action of the Crown. 


in a suit for reatitution of conjugal rights, the respondent 





| 


for the petitioner suggested that it might 


| 
| 


pronounced a decree for restitution of conjugal rights, | 


the decree not to be served till further order.—Counser, #2. F. Bay- | 


ford. Soricrrors, Withers & Co 
[Reported by Currrorp Mortmmer, Barrister-at-Law.] 


IN PRIZE. 
“THE TERGESTRA.” 


Prize Law—Enemy Sare—Seizep As Prize 
Necessaries—Priority or RIcHtTs 
MOUNT 


Sir Samuel Evans, P. 25th January. 


Previovsty ARRESTED FOR 
Ricut or tHe Crown Para- 


The rights of the Crown a captors of an alien enemy ship take pre- 
cedence of all other claima, and are not displaced by an Bonde eat 
arrest of the ship by a claimant jor necessaries Proceedings by the 


Sir Saver Evans, P., after stating the facts, said : It is admitted 
that the owners are the Turkish merchants. I am asked to say that 
the fact that some difficulty arose in the East in some way estopped the 
Crown, but I fail to see the principle. Then it is said that because the 
persons who advanced the money are not bankers, but the actual agents 
for sale on commission, the case is distinguishable from that of 7A 
Odessa (ubi supra). I think it is a stronger case against the claimants 
than in The Odessa. As to the fact that the goods were not 
consigned to an enemy country, all I have to decide is whether they 
are enemy goods or not. The destination makes no difference. An 
order for condemnation will be made.—Counset, H. €. S. Dumas 
Stuart Bevan. Souscrrors, The Treasury Solicitor; Waltons & ( 

(Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Criminal Appeal. 
REX v. HENRY TAYLOR. 17th May. 


Crruinat Law—Appeat—Specrat Verpicr or Guitty sur Inxsaxt 
Ricut or Appear on Case Starep—Crown Cases Act 1848 (11 & 12 
Vicr. c. 78)—Criminat Apprat Act, 1907 (7 Ep. 7, c. 23). 

The Court of Criminal Appeal has no jurisdiction to entertain an 
appeal on @ case stated under the Crown Cases Act, 1848, by a } 
whose trial has resulted in a@ special verdict of “Guilty but u 
under the Trial of Lunatica Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 38). 

Felstead v. Rex (58 Sonicrrors’ Journa, 534) followed. 


The appellant was indicted at the Worcestershire Quarter Sessions 
for unlawful wounding. He had for the last two years been an inmate 
of a lunatic asylum, and the assault in question was committed on 
the son of the superintendent of that asylum. At the trial the appel 


| lant, on the advice of his counsel, pleade guilty, but, on the suggestion 


of counsel for the Crown, the Court refused to accept the plea, and 
directed a plea of “‘ Not guilty’ to be entered. The appellant was 
accordingly tried, with the result that the jury found that he was 
guilty of the acts charged, but insane at the time. He gave notice of 
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appeal, but the Registrar of the Court of Criminal Appeal refused to 
enter it, on the authority of Felstead y. Rex (58 Soricrrors’ JournNat, 
534; 1914, A. C. 534). The deputy-chairman of the court of quarter 
sessions then stated a case under the Crown Cases Act, 1848. When 
the appeal came on for hearing counsel for the Crown raised the pre 
liminary objection that there was no right of appeal under that Act 
on behalf of a person who had been found ‘Guilty, but insane.”’ 
Counsel for the appellant contended that he had been convicted on his 
own confession, that his plea ought to have been accepted, and that 
therefore an appeal lay. 

Lord Reapine, L.C.J., delivered the judgment of the Court (Avory, 
and Lvs, JJ., with him) as follows: The Court is of opinion that 
the preliminary point succeeds, and that no appeal lies to this Court. 
The appellant undoubtedly pleaded guilty to the indictment on the 
advice of his counsel. The Crown took the view that a verdict of 
not guilty ought to be entered, and desired to have the view of the 
Court on the point. The Court took the view, knowing tnat the appel 
lant had come from a lunatic asylum, that a plea of not guilty ought 
to be entered and the issue tried. We have the indictment and the 
case stated before us. The jury came to the conclusion at the end 
of the trial that the appellant had done the act with which he was 
charged, but was insane at the time. Consequently the only order that 
the Court could make was that he should be detained during His 
Majesty’s pleasure. The effect of that verdict is no longer in doubt; 
it was decided in Felstead v. Rex (supra) that it amounts to an 
acquittal; that being so, the appellant cannot be ‘‘a person convicted 
on indictment,’’ and a right of appeal is only granted under the 
Criminal Appeal Act, 1907 to a person convicted on indictment. It 
was thought that the difficulty might be met by stating a case under 
the Crown Cases Act, 1848 (11 & 12 Vict. c. 78); the effect, however, 
is the same, because section 1 of that statute begins, ‘‘ When any per- 
son shall have been convicted of any treason, felony, or misdemeanour.”’ 
According to the law laid down by the House,of Lords in Felstead v. 
Rex (supra) the appellant has not been convicted, and so he has no 
right to come to this Court either on a case stated or in the ordinary 
way of appeal. There are difficulties which arise in consequence of 
this view, difficulties which were probably not foreseen at the time 
oi the passing of the Criminal Appeal Act. That is a matter for the 
Legislature, which can introduce amendments if it thinks fit. We can 
only say that we have no jurisdicton to deal with the matter. With 
regard to the argument put forward that, once a plea of guilty is made, 
it is not open to the Court to enter a plea of not guilty, we can only say 
that it appears that the trial proceeded, and that the jury found that 
the appellant was not guilty. We can only take note of the fact that 
he was acquitted, so no appeal lies to this Court.—CounsgL, for the 
appellant, Riley-Pearson; for the Crown, Dickens, K.C., and Hon. 
R. W. Coventry. Soricrrors, The Registrar of the Court of Criminal 
Appeal; The Director of Public Prosecutions. 

[Reported by A. L. B. Tuesicer, Barrister-at-Law.] 








New Orders, &c. 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 28th May contains the following :— 


1. A Proclamation dated 27th May (printed below) varying the lists 
of Contraband of War. 

2. An Order in Council dated 27th May (printed below) with respect 
to gratuities to widows and children of special constables. 

3. An Order in Council dated 27th May, establishing a scheme under 
the Injuries in War (Compensation) Act, 1914, of pensions, grants, and 
other allowances in the nature thereof, to be paid to persons, not 
being Officers or Seamen of the Royal Navy, or Officers or Soldiers of 
any of the King’s Land or Marine Forces, in respect of injuries suffered 
by tnem whilst employed afloat by or under the Admiralty, or Army 
Council, in connection with warlike operations, and, in the case of 
their death, to their widows and other dependants. This is in substitu 
tion for the scheme of 10th August, 1914, which is cancelled. 

4. Notices to Mariners, both dated 27th May, with reference to (1) 
The North Sea, River Thames and English Channel, and (2) Scotland, 
West Coast. 

The London Gazette of 1st June contains the following :— 

5. An Order of the Home Secretary dated 28th May (printed below) 
under the Defence of the Realm Regulations, with regard to persons 
proceeding to or from the Orkney Islands. 


Contraband. 
A PROCLAMATION. 


Maxine Certain FurtHer AppIrions TO AND AMENDMENTS IN THE 
List or ARTICLES TO BE TREATED AS CONTRABAND or War. 


Whereas on the twenty-third day of December, 1914, We did issue 
Our Royal Proclamation specifying the articles which it was Our 
intention to treat as sented during the continuance of hostilities 
or until We did give further public notice ; and 

Whereas on the eleventh day of March, 1915, We did by Our Royal 
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Proclamation of that date make certain additions to the list of articles 
to be treated as contraband of war; and 

Whereas it is expedient to make certain further additions to and 
amendments in the said list 

Now therefore, We do hereby dec lare, by and with the advice of 
Our Privy Council, that during the Continuance of the war, or until 
We do give further public notice, the following articles will be treated 
as absolute contraband in addition to those set out in Our Royal Pr 
clamations aforementioned . 

Toluol, and mixtures of toluol, wnether derived from coal-tar, petro- 
leum, or any other source ; 

Lathes and other machines or machine-tools capable of being employed 
in the manufacture of munitions of war; 

Maps and plans of any place within the territory of any belligerent, 
or within the area of military operations, on a scale of four miles to 
one inch or on any larger scale, and reproductions on any & ale by 
pootography or otherwise of such maps or plans, 

And We do hereby further declare that item 4 of Schedule I. of 
Our Royal Proclamation of the twenty-third day of December afore 
mentioned shall be amended as from this date by the omission of the 
words ‘‘and all other metallic acetates after the words ‘calcium 
acetate 

And We do hereby further declare that in Our Royal Proclamation 
of the eleventn day of March aforementioned the words ‘‘ other than 
linseed oil’’ shall be deleted and that the following article will as 
from this date be treated as conditional contraband : 

Linseed oil. 

27th May. 


Order in Council—Special Constables. 


Whereas, in pursuance of the powers conferred on Him by the 
Special Constables Act, 1914, His Majesty was pleased, by an Order 
in Council dated the 9th day of September, 1914 (called tne Special 
Constables Order, 1914), to make regulations respecting special con- 
stables : 

And whereas it is expedient to amend the said Regulations in manner 
hereinafter appearing : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice of 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that the Special 
Constables Order, 1914, shall have effect and shall be deemed sheers 
to have had effect as if after Regulation 9 the following Regulation 
were inserted :— 

“Qa. If any special constable dies from any illness contracted in 
the execution of his duty the police authority may if they think fit 
grant gratuities to his widow and children or any of toem at the same 
rates as under the Police Act, 1890, are payable in the case of police 
constables who have completed not more than five years’ service and 
are drawing pay at the rate of five shillings a day, and such gratuities 
shall be paid out of the police fund.” 

27th May 

There is a similar Order for Scotland.] 


Defence of the Realm Regulations. 


Orper or THE Secretary or State with Recarp To Persons Pro- 
CEEDING TO OR FROM PORTS IN THE ORKNEY ISLANDS 


Whereas the Admiralty are of opinion that in view of the public 
safety and the defence of the realm it is desirable to impose restric- 
tions on persons proceeding to or from ports in the Orkney Islands. 

Now, therefore, I, the Right Honourable Sir John Allsebrook Simon, 
K.C.V.0., one of His Majesty's Principal Secretaries of State, in virtue 
of the powers conferred on me by the Defence of the Realm (Con- 
solidation) Regulations, 1914, as amended by the Order in Council dated 
the 13th day of April, 1915, do hereby make the following Order : 

(1) No person shall embark as a passenger on any ship proceeding 
to or from any port in the Orkney Islands without the permission of the 
competent naval authority at the port of embarkation, nor shall any 
passenger land at any port in the Orkney Islands without the per- 
mission of the competent naval authority at that port. Provided that 
the grant of any such permission by a competent naval authority shall 
not exempt an alien from any of the requirements of the Aliens Restric 
tion (Consolidation) Order, 1914, or of the Aliens Restriction (Amend 
ment) Order, 1915, with regard to the obtaining of permission to land 
or embark at any port in the United Kingdom or otherwise. 

(2) This Order shall come into force on the first day of June, 1915. 

Joun Stow, 
One of His Majesty's Principal Secretaries of State. 


Whitehall, 28th May, 1915. 
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Press Censorship. 
New Prosecvutinc AUTHORITIES 


Press Bureau h : ed the directiv 
the follow uuncement at the « ‘ of e Press for 


ernment t« 


under I ation the best 
information ¢ publication 
ght assist the enemy or interfere 
at 
the Dire 
Advocate u 


forward 


Italy and Enemy Ships. 
PROVISIONS OF CODE MERCANTILE MARINE 


the provisior referred 


pe ‘ ‘ I onducts 
intr vertheless, there may be an ¢ 
ships by way f reprisals, when the enemy has 
stilities, captured national merchant ships found 
levied requisitions within the Province of the 


ods laden on them hich are so sequestrated, being 

y, according to circumstances, either be detained 

the termination of hostilities, or be declared good prize In the 
atter case, the proceeds be used to indemnify pro rata in respect of 
, 1 injured by 

beerved, both for the con 


ir losses the subjects vho have been 1 the enemy, the rules 
ind procedure hereinbefore enacted being 


demnation of the prize and the payment on if the proceeds 


Prison Act, 1896. 


The Secretary of State for the Home Department hereby yi 
pursuant to section 3 (3) of the Rules Publication Act, 1893, that on the 
27th May 1915, | made rules under the Prison Act, 1898, wit! respect 
to the Divisions of Penal Servitude in substitution for No. 1 and 
No. 2 of tne Rules of the 21st January, 1005 

tules come into force on the 15th June, 1915, and copies 
nay be purchased at the Sale Office for Official Publications, Messrs 
Wyman & Sons (Limited Fetter-lane F.¢ 

W hiteha 29th M ty 1915 


@s notice 


The new 


Societies. 


The Law Association. 
ANNUAL MEETING 


ral court of the Law Association was held at the 
on Monday Mi I H. Gardiner treasure! pre 
sidu Among tnose present were Mr. Nugent Chaplin, Mr. F. W 
Emery. Mr. Clarence f Leighton, Mr. Percy E. Marshall, Mr. Mark 
Waters, and Mr. Walter Mantell Wood! members of the Board 
of Management Mr. G. M. Davey suditor Mr I H. Bower. Mi 
E. E. Bird, Mr. J. ¢ Brookhouse, Mr. H. W. Carter, Mr. H. B 
Curwet Mr Herbert Hunter Mir \W Jones, Mi W DD Mercer, Mir 
FE. Pridham. Mr. P. G. ¢ shaw Mr. G. E Thatcher Mr. Charles 
Walton, and Mr. E. Evelyn Barron (secretary 
| stated that the receipts tor the past year were 
ls. 7d., with life subscriptions of £63. The expenses amounted 
128. 9d le ving a balance of £1,526 8s. 10d., which with 
7d. balance from 1914, made the net receipts for tne yea 
7s. 5d Thereof the board had distributed £853 6s. amongst 
nembers cases and £868 17s 5d imongst fortv-two non 
members’ cases, making the total relief granted £1,722 3s. 5d and 
leaving a cash balance in hand towards the expenses of the current 
vear of £134 4s. Since the formation of the association in 1817 the 
relief granted to members and their families had amounted to 
£84.400 6s ind to solicitors non-members) and their families 
£22 504 17s. 5d., making a grand total of £106,905 3s. 5d. There were 


fifteen being the widows or daughters of 


report 


sixteen 


now. sixteen annuitants 
deceased members six of whom were over seventy The balance 
carried over was approximately £200 less than last year, as the total 
grants during the vear had exceeded the whole of the regular net 
income. including life subscriptions, bv £195 14s. 7d During the 
year endeavours had been made to increase the membership, with tne 
result that thirty-six new members had joined, of whom six were life 


members, and theve was now a total number of 533 members (as against 
512 last vear), of whom 152 were life members. The membersiip did 
not. however, adequately represent the number of solicitors on the roll. 
and, having regard to the strong probability of an increase in the 
laims on the association this year on account of the war, the d tors 
earnestly hoped that the members would make a special effort to induce 
their friends to join the association in order that there might en 
irtailment of its work 
I CHAIRMAN said that the income for the past year was 
gy year, the annual subscriptions having falle: 
neas and the life subscription by 10 guineas, whilst the d 
een small 1 he expenses were a little heavier I 
preceding year, and the expenditure in relief was £38 higher The 
of the income had been spent in relief, and £250 had been 
bed from capital, and in that respect the report was not sati 
ry This showed the necessity for a greater number of n 
r more donations. He was glad to say that the members 
nerease, and he would strongly urge the need for gett 
ibers. Amongst other deaths during the year they had 
f Mr. Laurence Desborough, who had died at a very ad 
was a vice-president and for many years a treasuré 
, Mr. Toovev, a director, had also passed away 
notion of Mr P C. G. SuHaw, seconded by Mr. H. W 
Vas unanin usly agreed to 
lverstone was re-elected president and Mr. Frances 
ind Mr. Thomas Henry Gardiner treasurers. The 
re-elected, and Mr. E. E. Bird, Mr 
sbet, and Mr. A. E. Pridham were added to their number 
Mr. Nucent CHAPLIN moved a resolution, of which he | 
» alter the bye-laws so that the title of the associatio: 
future be The London Solicitors’ Charitable Associati 
said the matter had come up at the meetings of the directors o1 
asions, although there was not a great unanimity of opinion a 
which the association should be known. He had, 
ed a great number of letters from members who were w 
nking that the name ought to be altered. It was about as 
a name as could be devised. Nobody knew what it mea 
not suggest any kind of charitable benefit or relief society, and 
sequence, solicitors generally thought the association was some 
official body connected with the Law Society. It could not | 
the London Solicitors’ Benevolent Association for obvious reas 
he uld find no better word than 


the precedir 


er than usual 


ectors were also 


tice, t 


‘ charitable *’ as a subst 

He did not see that there was anything derogat 

the expression, because in accepting relief from a society of t! 

one was receiving charity Since he had given notice of 0 . 

London Solicitors’ Fund ”’ had been suggested to him as an appro 
priate name, and he thought that a very happy expression. What he 
was anxious for was that the words ‘‘ London Solicitors’ ’’ should form 
s part of the title. 

Mr. Carter moved as an amendment that the name be alt« 

The London Solicitors’ Fund.’’ On being put to the meet 
amendment was carried, but under the rule requiring a three 
majority in matters of this character, it was declared to be lost. 

Mr. P. E. Marswatt said he thought there was a certain goodwill 
ttuching to the name by which the association had hitherto beer 

vn for close upon a hundred years, and he would move that the 

title should be ‘‘ The Law Benevolent Association,’ whilst the 

title, ‘‘The Law Association for the Benefit of Widows and 
Families of Solicitors in the Metropolis and Vicinity,”’ should be 
retained 

Mr. E. E. Brrp seconded the amendment, but, under the rule already 
mentioned, it was reje ted } 

Eventually, on the motion of Mr. W. M. Woopnovusg, seconded by Mr 
Birp, it was determined to appoint a committee of the Board and 
members to ‘‘ advise as to the feasibility and advisability of 
the title of the association.”’ : : 

Mr, Carter suggested the desirability of considering the pos 
those members who were going to be hit hard by the war, and 
reasons of pride and for other reasons, would not come to the a 


benevolent.”’ 








for assistance, but would be compelled to cease paying their 
tions. He hoped the directors would be able to make those 
paid a certain number of yearly subscriptions life or honorary m 

Che CHATRMAN said he thought the matter might safely be 
Board, and it would not be lost sight of. 








Triple Alliance Treaty. 


The evening edition of the Vossiache. Zeitung of Thursday, 27 
says the Times, reproduces from an Austro-Hungarian Whité 
which has apparently been issued in Vienna. the text of Claus 
[V., and VII. of the defunct Triple Alliance. Whereas the dij 
arrangements known as the Triple Alliance are understood to ha 
sisted originally of three separate instruments—an Austro-Gern 
italo-German, and an Austro-Italian Treaty—it now transpires 
since tne last renewal of the Alliance in December, 1912. at 
Alliance has consisted of a single Treaty, with a special Austro-It 

| annexe in regard to Albania 

It is evident that if the Austro-Hungarian Government has, at 
moment, published only the third, fourth, and seventh clauses of 

| Treaty, it considers these clauses best calculated to substantiate 





gainst 
did 
ll 


n the 
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own view of Italian action. The counter-publication of the whole text 
of the Alliance, which may now be confidently awaited, may throw new 
light on the situation. 


In the meantime the 7'imes vives translations of the clauses as cited 
by the Vossische Zeitung :-— 


Craveeé I11.—In case one or two of the high contracting parties, 
without direct provocation on their part, should be attacked by one 

more Great Powers not signatory of the present Treaty, and 
henld become involved in a war with them, the casus foederis 

mld arise simultaneously for all the high contracting parties. 


Crause 1V.—In case a Great Power not signatory of the present 
Treaty should threaten the State se urity of one of the nigh con 
tracting parties, and in case the threatened party should thereby 
be compelled to declare war against that Great Power, the two 
other contracting parties engage themselves to maintain benevolent 
neutrality towirds their Ally. Each of them reserves its right 
in this case, to take part in the war if it thinks fit in order to 
make common cause with its Ally. 


Crause VII.—Austria-Hungary and Italy, who have solely in 
view the maintenance, as far as possible, of the territorial status 
quo in the East, engage themselves to use their influence to prevent 
all territorial changes which might be disadvantageous to the one 
or the other of the Powers signatory of tne present Treaty. To this 
end they will give reciprocally all information calculated to en 
lighten each other concerning their own intentions and those of 
other Powers. Should, however, the case arise that, in the course 
of events, the maintenance of the status quo in the territory of 
the Balkans or of the Ottoman coasts and islands in the Adriatic 
or the Aigean Seas becomes impossible, and that, either in con 
sequence of the action of a third Power or for any other reason, 
Austria-Hungary or Italy should be obliged to change the status 
quo for their part by a temporary or permanent occupation, such 
occupation would only take place after previous agreement between 
the two Powers, which would have to Re hased upon the principle 
of a reciprocal compensation for all territorial or other advantages 
tnat either of them might acquire over and above the existing 
status quo, and would have to satisfy the interests and rightful 
claims of both parties. 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Society. 


University or Lonpon Law Stupents’ Sociery.-—-At a meeting held 
n Tuesday, lst June, 1915, at University College (Mr. R. A. Wright 
M.A., barrister-at-law, in the chair), the subject for debate was : ‘‘ That 
the case of Ryan v. The Oceanic Steam Navigation Co. (Limited) 
(1914, 3 K. B, 731) was wrongly decided. (Shipping—Steerage Pas 
senger—Contract Ticket—Form Approved by Board ot Trade—Excep 
tion of Negligence on Back.)’’ Mr. C. C. Gallagher (King’s College) 
opened in the affirmative, and Mr. H. P. Wells (Middle Temple) in 
the negative. The following members also spoke :—Messrs. E. 
Duke, G. R. Blake, R. F. Levy, O. W. Godwin, and C. J. Hughes. The 
leaders having replied, the Chairman summed up, and on the motion 
being put to the meeting it was lost by 7 votes to 5. A vote of thanks, 
on the motion of the president, Mr. R. F. Levy, was heartily accorded 
to Mr. Wright for his kindness in consenting to occupy the chair and 
for his lucid summing-up. 


Mr. Roy Berriman Hatfield. 


Lieutenant Roy Berriman Hatfield, Post Office Rifles, whose death 
at the front was reported this week, was born in October, 1885, and 
educated at Merchant Taylors’ School and Brasenose College, Oxford. 
He was a Liveryman of the Merchant Taylors’ Company, and was 
admitted a solicitor in January, 1912. He obtained his commission in 
the Territorial Force in March, 1912. In 1914 he was appointed private 
secretary and additional A.D.C. to the Governor of Hong Kong, with 
the local rank of captain, but on war being declared he applied for 
leave and rejoined his regiment, the Post Office Rifles. He was the 
youngest son of Mr. G. F. Hatfield, of 11, Bedford-square, and 53, 
Davies-street, Berkeley square, W., and brother of Mr. K. G. Stacey 
Hatfield, the London manager of Crossley Bros. (Limited). 


—-—- 


Mr. T. A. Pace. 


Lance Corporal Thomas Andrew Pace, aged thirty-two, of the London 
Rifle Brigade, barrister-at-law, of 99, Holland-road, Kensington, W.., 
and 4, Essex-court. Middle Temple, E.C., died on 4th May from wounds 
received in action neat Ypres on the previous day Educated at Beau 
mont College, Old Windsor, he was called to the Bar by Lincoln's Inn 
im November, 1908, and joined the North-Eastern Circuit a year later. 





BORDERS OF 


SUSSEX AND HANTS. 


Within a radius of three miles of Liphook Station (L.S.W. Railway), 
and about five miles from Midhurst. 


A VERY CHOICE 


FREEHOLD SPORTING ESTATE 


EMBRACING ABOUT 


1,290 Acres, 


AND COMPRISING OUTLYING PORTIONS OF 


THE HOLLYCOMBE ESTATE, 


SITUATE IN THE PARISHES OF 
TROTTON, KOGATE, CHITHURST, IPING, AND BRAMSHOTT. 
AND CONSISTING OF 
Compact Agricultural Holdings, Choice Building Sites, and 
Extensive Woodlands and Plantat ons, 


TO BE SOLD BY AUCTION, B 


DANIEL SMITH QAKLEY & GARRARD 


At THE MART, Tokenhouse Yard, Bank of England, E.C., 
On TUESDAY, 6th JULY, 1915. 


Particulars may be had of :— ; 
The Solicitors, Messrs. BATTEN, Prorvritt & Scort, 13, Victoria St., Westminster ; 
Messrs. AtperY & Lucas, Midburst, Susees ; 

Messrs. Upron & Co., 6, Laurence Pountney Hill, E-C. ; 
The Land Agent, Gro. MARSHALL, Esq., Estate Office, Godalminz, Surrey ; and at 
[he Auctioneers’ Offices, 4 and 5, Charles Street, St. James's Square, 5 W. 





On the outbreak of war he enlisted as a private in the London Rifle 
Brigade (T.F.), and volunteered for the front. He left Southampton 
on 24th January, with a draft to reinforce the Lst Battalion, and after 
a few davs at a base in France went to the front, since when he had 
been in and out of the trenches continuously. News was received from 
a pris ite source that on ard May he wa severely wounded neat Y pre 

where he remained in the trenches for hours before being taken next day 


to an ambulance hospital, where he died. 


Legal News. 


Appointments and [lonours. 


The Rt. Hon. Sir Rurus Dantet, Baron Reavine, K C.V.0., has been 


made a G.C.B. (Civil Division), in recognition of services during the 
war. 

The Rt. Hon. Sir Joun Fiercuer, Baron Mouton, F.R.S., has been 
made a K.C.B. (Civil Division), in recognition of services during the 


war. 

The Rt. Hon. Sir Epwarp H. Carsoy, K.C., M P., has been 
appointed Attorney (ieneral He was called to the Irish Bar in 1le/i, 
and was Solicitor-General for Ireland in 1892. He was called to the 
English Bar at the Middle Temple in 1893, and took silk in 1894, and 
was Solicitor-General from 1900 to 1906. 


The Rt. Hon. Frepericx E. SMITH, K.C., M.P., has been appointed 
Solicitor-General. He was Vinerian Law Scholar at Oxford in 1895, a 
Fellow and Lecturer of Merton College in 1896, and was called to the 
Bar at Gray’s Inn in 1899. He took silk, and became a Bencher of his 
Inn in 1908. 

Sir Kenners Mvutr-Mackenziz, K.C.B., K.C., who has been since 
1880 Permanent Principal Secretary to the Lord Chancellor, has been 
raised to the Peerage as a Baron of the United Kingdom. 

Lord Rosert Ceci, K.C., M.P., has been appointed Under-Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs and a Privy Councillor. Lord Robert was called to 
the Bar at the Inner Temple in 1887, and took silk in 1900, and later 
was made a Bencher of his Inn. 

Mr. Georce Cave. K.C., M.P., has been appointed a Privy Councillor 
He was called to the Bar at the Inner Temple in 1880, and took silk in 
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1904. Recently he has practised as a Special in the Chancery Division 
As Conservative member for the Kingston Division of Surrey he has 
taken an active and useful part in politics. 
Mr. Henry E. Duke, K.C., M.P., has 
cillor. Mr. Duke was called to the Bar at Gray's Inn in 1865, and took 
silk in 1899. He is Recorder of Devonport, and was Conservative 
or 

| 


been appointed a Privy Coun 
| 


member I 
Defence 


member for Plymouth from 1900 to 1906. He is now 
Exeter. Mr. Duke 


the Realm Losses Commission. 


vas recently appointed a member of the 


Mr. Witiiam Caren. StAvuGcuTer has had the honour of Knighthood 
conferred upon him. Mr. Slaughter, who was admitted a solicitor in 
July, 1879, and is a member of the firm of Slaughter & May, has 
rendered valuable assistance to the Government as a member of the 
Royal Commission on Sugar Supplies, and has been in other c: ities 
helpful to the Board of ‘rade. 


Mr. Grorce Stary_ton Barnes, C.B., Se 
of Trade, has been made a K.C.B 

Mr. Ernest Moon, K.( 
C.B. 

Mr. Guy STePHENsOD 
been made a CU.B. 


nd hel: 


, Counsel to the Speaker, made a 


Assistant Director of Public Prosecutions, has 


General. 

In the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division, on Tuesday, Mr. 
Barnard, K.C., expressed the pleasure of the Bar at seeing Mr. Justice 
Jargrave Deane restored to health, and hoped that his Lordship might 
be spared lor many years to sit in that Division, 


Mr. Octavius Chapman Tryon Eagleton, aged ninety, of Wakerley, 
Saffrons-road, Eastbourne, and of Chancery-lane, E.C., solicitor, 
Liveryman of the Haberdashers’ Company, and formerly Clerk of the 
Fruiterers’ Company, left estate of the gross value of £39,656 


senior 


at the 
absence otf 


was made 
In the 
In answer to a que stion 


A highly interesting 
special court of the London hospital on Wednesday. 
Lord “Knutsford, Mr. W. T. Paulin presided 
it was stated that informati had bee received from the War Off 
to the effect that an agreement had been come to between the British 
and German Cover 


announcement, says the 7imes 


nments tor the protection of Bye thed buildings 
Such buildings are to be marked with a black and white square, and 
include museums and churches and hospita and, it 


infirmaries, 

At Bow-street Police Court, on Wedte lay, Joseph Bernard Bower, 
managing director of the Omnium Elect Palace 
Cross-road, 
of the 


understood, 


s (Limited), Charing 
was fined £10 for knowingly being a party to the default 
ompany in not holding a general meeting during the year 1914. 


rhe text of the Arbitration Treaty between the A entin Chile and 
Brazil, says the 7'imes correspondent it Buenos Aires, under date 26th 
May, was published this morning. A permanent Committee will be 
appointed by each signatory, with a permament seat at Montevideo, and 
will arbitrate on questions which 
tilities will not be 
The treaty is valueless 
tically, and is hailed a 


cannot be lved by chipion l y. 
undertaken before tl Committe is WI ‘ 
for all practi il purposes, but is interes 


s step in the direct m of | n \ I iniis! 


The new Lord Chancellor, 
in on Tuesday in the Court of 


Sir Stanley Owen Buckmaster, was swe 


Appeal The Lord Chief Justice, the 


Master of the Rolls, the Lords Justices of Appeal, the President of | 
the Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division, and all the Judges of the | 


Chancery and King’s Bench Divisions present in London attended the 
ceremony. number of barristers. 
Sir Edward Carson, K.( Attorney 
General, and his predecessor, Sir John Simon, K.C., the Home Secre 
tary, sat among the King’s Counsel, but without robes When the new 
Lord Chancellor had taken the oaths of allegiance and good service, the 
Attorney-General formally moved that the proceedings should be 
recorded, The cere mony then ended. 


There were also in Court a larg 


made his first appearance as 


The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
** Oxford '’ Sectional Bookcase, as exhibited at ‘‘ Ideal Homes’’ and 
other exhibitions, particulars of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and general appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘‘ Oxford ’’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Wittiam Baker & Co.—(Advt.) 


Herrina, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices: 98. 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, S.W. Telephone ; City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Advt.) 





| Saturday .... | 2 





The Prudential Assurance Co. (Limited) announce that, until further 
notice, more favourable terms will be given to purchasers of its annuit- 
ties than are quoted in its prospectus. The reason lies in the improved 

ining power of money, which enables the company to obtain a higher 
interest yield on the funds committed to its care. 

Specimens of the new temporary rates, as compared with the old 
" ire given hereunder :— 

Prudential Rates of Annuity Granted for each £100 of Purchase Money. 
1.—Male Lives. 
New rate. 

£ zs. d. 
6 1 6 
6 12 
7 5 
8 2 
9 4 
10 14 
12 19 


Female Lives. 


rates, 


Old rate. 
; . d,. 
0 
Q 
6 
6 
0 
6 
0 


NOeOnI0C Cob 


= 


3 6 
ll 6 
3 0 
19 0 
16 0 
18 0 
15 


55 
60 
65 


_ 
oamoNaaonon 


70 0 
[hese rates represent a reduction in purchase price of 5 per cent. 
to 10 per cent., according to age. 


a 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sale. 


July 6. - Messrs. DANIEL SurrH, OAKLEY & GARRARD, at the Mart: Freehold Sport- 
ing E-tate (see advertisement, page 533, this week). 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice 
JOYCE, 


Mr. Farmer Mr. Synge 
Synge Borrer Farmer 
Bloxam Church Jolly Gokischmidt 
1 Goldschmidt Greswell Bloxam Leach 

a Leach Jolly Goldschmidt Borrer 
12 Borrer Bloxam Farmer Greswell 


Mr. Justice 
YOUNGER. 


Mr. Borrer 










Mr. Justice 
NEVILLE. 


Mr. Charch 


EMERGENCY 
Date. ROTA. 


Mr. Jolly 
Gpeswell 


APPEAL CouRT 
No. 


Monday, June 7 
Tuesday ...... 8 
W ednesday a) 
Thursday ) 
Friday 

Saturday 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
SARGANT. ASTBURY. 


Monday, June 7 Mr. Bloxam Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Greswell 
Tuesday ...... 8 Jolly Bloxam Church Leach 
Wednesday Synge Farmer Leach Greswell 
Thuraday Farmer Church Borrer Jolly 
Vriday / ...... Church Greswell Synge B'o1am 
Goldsch midt Leach Jolly Synge 


Date.  - 


TRINITY SITTINGS, 1915. 


COURT OF APPEAL. Tuesdey ... of 5 am, 
Aprgat Covert I. , 


Wednesday 9...Adj sums 
Tuesday, ltt June —Expagye Applica Thursday .. 10 } Liverpool and Manchester 
tions, Original Motion, Inverloca- 


( business 
tory Appeals from the Chencery, [Friday ..... 11...Adj sums 
Probate and Divorce Divisions, 891 On ard sfter 14th June, Causes for Trial 
seme Appeals under the Workmen's @._ with Witneeses will be taken. 
Com persation Acts, 
Workmen’s Compensatiin Appeals wiil 
be continued until farther cotice. 


ta, and adj 


Cuaanorry Cover IV. 


Mr. Justicn NEVILLE. 
The Business in this Court (except when 
otherwise advertised) will be takea as 
follows :— 


Mondays ......... Sitting in chambers, 
Companies Acts and non: 

Tuesdays ...... { wit list 

Wednesdays ...Fur con and non-wit lis 

Thuredays ......Non-wit list 

Mota, sht causes, pets and 
non-wit list 

There will be no Sitting on Saturdays; 
the Court will sit from 10.16 to 445 
other days. 


Aprreat Covar IL. 


Tuesday, Ist Jone—Exparte Applica- 
tions, Original Motions and Ic terlocu- 
tory Appeals from the King’s Bench 
Division. 

Wednesday, 2nd June—Final Appeal: 
from the King’s Bench Division will be 
taken and continued umil farther 
sctico, 00000—‘“(CtitststststtCSCSCtCi*dS:C RFD aw ccn snes 

HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Cuancery Covert III. 

Ma. Justice JOYCE. 

Tues, June 1...8bt caus Tues,, June 1 .. Mots and retained wit acts 

Wednesday 2 ’ ‘ 

Thursday ... 3 on Retained wit acts 

Friday ..... 4 Adj sums eee 4..Mots and non-wit list 

Monday + 


Lorep Caaxcetior’s Court. 
Mr. Justice EVE. 





a he. 
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RECREATION 


Funds are urgently needed. 


During the War—— 


INCLUDING :— . 


both sexes, and helping honest folk in distress. 


HOMES FOR YOUTHS. 
FRESH AIR HOMES. 


MISSIONS IN PRISONS, workhouses and slums. 


RESCUE WORK. 
EMIGRATION TRAINING FARM. 


THE CHURCH ARMY 


Carries on its ordinary work as in time of Peace, 


LABOUR HOMES throughout the land for reclamation of criminals, tramps, drunkards and social failures of 


EMIGRATION to Canada and Australia for single men, families and lads (suspended during the War). 
TRAINING HOMES for Evangelists and Mission-Sisters. 


70 MISSION VANS continual!y itinerating- 


Other MISSION-WORK of many kinds. 





INCLUDES :— 


RECREATION HUTS, &c., in Camps at home and abroad. 
AMBULANCE CARS AND KITCHEN 
WAR HOSPITAL in North France. 
ROOMS for Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Wives. 
PARCELS FOR BRITISH PRISONERS of War. 





The Church Army’s SPECIAL WAR WORK 
CARS at the Front. 


Numerous other Branches. 


LEGACIES EARNESTLY REQUESTED. 


Cheques crossed “ Barclay’s, a/e Church Army,” payable to PresENpAny CARLILE, Hon. Chief Secretary, who will gladly answer 


any enquiries, at Headquarters, BRYANSTON STREET, MARBLE ARCH, LONDON, W. (Telephone: Paddington 3440.) 








—-- 
—_—_ 





Tuwday ... 8) 
Weinesday 9 | Retained wit acts 
Thursday...10 J 
i Mots and non-wit list 
... Bi in chambers 
5) Sht cans, pets, fur con, 


. and non-wit list 
Honey Yip | Non-wit list 
Ieday ......18... Mote and non-wit list 
Ietsy ...21...Sitting in chambers 
} Sht caus, pets, fur con, 
tiny. 22 } and non-wit list 
Velnesday 23... Non-wit list 
Tarday ...24! a acnemtes and Liverpool 
~“" ¢ business 
Miley ......25...Mote and non-wit list 
Iedey... . 28 ,aieting in chambers 
Tuemday Sht caus, peta, far con, 
9 (a non-wit list 


fan. daly 1 | Nom-wit list 
tihy ...... 2...Mots and non-wit list 
Madey 6...8itting in chambers 


a caus, pete, far con, 
and non wis list 

Wdoeday 7...Non-wit list 

Thamday ... 8 Manchester and Liverpoo! 


business 
il, 9..Mots and non-wit list 
12...8itting in chambers 
q (Sht caus, pets, fur con, 
mabey ...13 (and non-wit list 
Hh Non-wit liet 
+ 16...Mote and non-wit list 
Mety......19 | Sitting in chamoers 
Tenday 20 Sht caus, peis, fur con, 
' 7 and non-wit list 
tinesday 21... Non-wit list 
Tamday 22 { Liverpool and Manche ster 
= business 
.-Mots and non-wit I'st 
26 .. Sitsing in chambers 
Tesday 27) — caus, pets, fur con, 
r (and non-wit list 
Stitexday 28...Non-wit list 
aay sy 29..Mots and non-wit list 
+o» 30... Non-wit list 





7 cause intended to be heard as a 
Cause must be so marked in the 
ian book at least one clear day bef _re 
e “me can be put in the paper to be 
heard. Two copies of minutes of the 
Mpred judgment or order must be 


left in court with the judge’s clerk one 
clear day befvre the cause is to be put 
in the peper. In defaule the cause will 
not be put in the paper. 


N.B.—The following papers on farther con 
sideration are required for the use of the 
Jadg+, viz. :—Two copies of minutes of 
the proposed order, 1 copy pleadings, 1 
copy judgment and | copy master’s verti 
ficate, which mast be left in court with 
the judgs’s clerk one clear day before 
the farther consideration is ready to 
come into the paper. 


Cuancery Covart I. 
Ma. Justice SARGANT. 


Except when other Business is advertised 
in the Daily Cause List Mr. Justice 
Sargant wili take Actions with Wit- 
nesses throughout the Sittings, 

The Court will sit at 10.15 and rise at 
4.15 esc Cay except Saturday, when 
there wi | be no sitting. 


Caanceey Covrr II. 
Mr. Justice ASTBURY. 


Except when other Basiness is advartised 
to the Daily Cause List Actions with 
Witnesses will be taken throughvut the 
Sittings. 

There will be no Sitting on Saturdays ; 
the Cout wiil sit till 430 on oth-r 
days. 


Cuancery Court V. 


Ma, Jostice YOUNGER. 


Mots, sht caus, pets, fur 
cn, non-wis list and 
Sums under Trading with 

Lthe Enemy Acts 

Wedn stay 2in 

Thareday 3) Non-wit list 

Friday 4.. Mots and non-wit lict 

Munday...... 7...8itting in chambers 
} caus, pets, fur con, 

8 


Tue’., Jane 1 


non-wit list and 
Suma under Trading with 
che Ereny Acts 


Tuesday 


Taesday ...29 


| Wednesday 3), 


Wednesday 9). . 

Thursday “ 10 § Non-wit list 

Friday 11...Mots and non-wit list 
Monday .....14 Sitting in chambers 

Sht caus, pets, fur cn, 
nop wit lust and 

Sums under Trading with 
the Enemy Acta 


- t Non-wit list 


Tueslay ...15 


Wednesday 
Thursday .. 
Friday ......14 
Monday... . 21 


Mots ani non-wit list 

Sitting in chambers 

Sht caus, pets, fur con, 

99) non-wit list and 

“) Sums and r Trading w.th 
the Enemy Acts 

Welnesday 23 + 

Thurs iay...24} ~ 

Friday 2 

Monday . ...28 


Tuesday .. 


mn-wit list 


Mota and non-wit list 
Sitting in chambers 

oht caus, pets, fur con, 
non-wit let and 
7 Sams ander Trading with 
_the Enemy Acts 

Non-wit lias 

Mots and non-wit list 
Sitting in chambers 

Sht caus, pets, fur con, 
non-wit list and 

Sums under Trading with 
| hs Enemy Acts 


Thars., July 1? 
Friday...... 2.. 
Monday 5 


Tuesday ... 6- 


Wednesday 7; 
Thursday... 8} 
Friday ...... 9...Mots and non-wit list 
Monday..... 12 Sitting in chambers 
Sht caas, peta, for cn, 
non-wit list and 
| Sams under Trading with 
(ths Enemy Acts 


Non-wit list 


Taucelay ...13 


KING’S BENCH 
TRINITY SITTINGS 


Wedneeday 14) 
Thursday ... 15 / 
Fi iday 16... Mote an i noa-wit list 
Monday ...19., Sitting in chambers 

Sht cous, pet«, far con, 
on} non-wit list and 
-_ | Sams ander Trading with 

the Enemy Acts 

eu r . . 
Meena lay 21} Noo-wit list 
Friday ......23 ..Mots and non- wit liet 
Monday .....26...8itting in chambers 
sbt caus, peta, fur con, 

non-wit list and 
Sums under Trading with 
the Enemy Acts 
No vwit let 
Mota and non-wit list 
Remainir g matters 


Non-wit list 


Tuesday .. 





Tfursd ay . 27 


Wednesday 2 
Thursday . 29 
Fiiday 0) 


Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be 
so heard, and the necessary papers, in- 
clading two copies of the minutes of 
the proposed judgment or order, must be 
left with the jadge’s clerk one clear 
day before the cause is to be put into 
the paper, 


N.B. ~The following papers on further con- 
sideration are required for the use of the 
Judge, viz. Two copies of minutes of 
the proposed judgment or order, | copy 
pleadings, and 1 copy master's certificate, 
which must be left in court with the 
judge's clerk one clear day before the 
further consideration is ready w come 
into the paper. 


DIVISION. 


1915, 


(‘rown Paver 


bor Judgment 


The Kin 


g v Bloomsbury Income ‘Tax Commrs (c.a.¥ 


April 25—cv1 Lord 


Reading, C J, Mr Justice Avory & Mr Justice Lush) 
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For Hearing 


The King v Beverley U DC 
London County Council v Bermondsey Borough Coun 
Dreyius & Co v Ullier 
Ls thamley & aur v Jolly 
Wythes v Mayor, & f Bromley 
Chatterton v Glanford Brigz R D ¢ 
Drummond & Sons v Nicholsor 
Recher & Co v N British & Mercantile In Uo 
Cannon v Jefford 
Alexander v Tracy & a 
Huni & Wormseer ld v Van Stolks ° 
The K r v Ashton, Ek | 
The K n Vv Same 
Lhe King vy arn 
Mayor, & f Stoke-upon-Trent ( e County Co 
The King Rhode Esq, Recorder of Oldham 
The King HH Judve Mulligan & E H 
Whiting v Iven 
Lemy Wateon & nt 
rhe King vy Ashby Kay & 1} .& 
The K Just the | nile Division ese 
Blakey v Hart 
Burton v Andre 
britten Sudborough Bro <i 
White v Jackson 
Board of Trade v Roberts and 
Lucan v Barrett 
Wari Zimmerman & Co 
Bracchi Bros v Res 
The King v Wright Esq, and « Nj 
MeGre Pelford 
Kent County ( n le | { t { 
Civin P ! 
For Hear 

Northumberland ¢ mty Coun mid tl May x © f New 

ipon- Tyne v The Mayor, & f Tynemouth 
London United Tramways ld v London County Council 
Davies v Pearma 
Olympia Oil & Cake Co Produce Brokers Co 

rm and anr v Consolidated W i y & Deep | ting ( of 

Africa 
Hadden, Best & Co v Jones 
Lovatt ld v Roberts 
In the Matt: of the Eetat H Wil ih 
Kren h v Elmaleh 
(Chapman v Wilk 
Wedd Porter and ore 
Hazell & Co v Phillips (Gould, ( 
Claudius & Chattaway v Uroves & 
Cloodchild y Green 
Monkhouse v Denton 
Dyer ld v Hardwick 
Scott & Co v Shenstone & ( 
(ireaves & Thomas v Viyers bros 
Dacev LOC 
Page v Nobel's Explosives ( 
Rashbrook sr J yn Jack 0 l 
Summerfield v Engert & Rolfe 
Wells v Good win rh mas. ( Imt) 
Cox, McE ren & Co vy Wrkees ld 
National Pro, il Bank of England v Slocomb: 

SPECIAL PArER 
London United Tramways v London County Cou 
Same v Same 
Anglo-Chinese Tradine Co v Produce Brokers’ Co 
M ivor, & of West Ham v Hart A m ator ( 
rhe Rubian Art Potteries Jd vy The Car & General Insce Corpn Id 
Revenve Parer 
Envlish [uformat . 

Attorney-Gen and John Henry Oglander and ant 


Cases Stated 





Robert The rman and The ( mmr of Inland Revenue 

The Yokohama Specie Bank Id and G L Will 

he General Committee for Ackworth School and Frank Bett 
of Taxes) 

Ounsworth (Surveyor of Taxes 

Overseers of the Poor for the Town 


veyor of Taxes) 


Surveyor of 


ims 


and \ ers Id 
hip of Gar 


ym and E Carlisl 


te 


Ear! of Derby and G M Aylmer (Surveyor of Taxes) 
Petitions under the Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 1910 
J E Fox and The Commrs of Inland Revenue (re Licensed Pre 


“ The Castle Inn,” Dolgelly, Merionethshire) 





== 
Hardy’s Crown Brewery Id and The Commrs of Inland Revenue (re “The 
Fountain Inn,” Chorlton-on-Medlock, Manchester) 


Death Duties. 


In the Matt: the Estate and Effects of Mary Brown or Harper, dec 


Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIS&S 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY 


London Gazette.—FRipaY, May'21. 


J, W. NEEDHAM, LT! Creuitcis are required, ow or before July 3, to send thy 
Hanes and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Georg 
W. Mitcheson, 42, Spring gdas, Manchester, liquidator. 


OLDHAM BorLeR Works Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or befor Jaly 3, ¢ 
send tleir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claim, 
Mr. Haroid Hague, Retiro chmb:s, Yorkshire st, Oldham, liquidator 


JVUINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 25. 

BEVERLEY CLUB, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 12, to send in tick 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Joseph Darke 
Butterel!, Cogan House, Bowialley In, Uall, liquidator, 

B. GoopaLL & Co, Lrp.—Creditora are required, on or before June to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Erum 
Auber Chamber-, 16, John Dalton st, Manchester, liquidator. 

GREATHAM STEAM SHiIpriING Co, Ltp.—Creditors are require!,on or before July i, & 
send in their names, and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, w 
John Stanley Appleby, Bank bidgs, Church st, West Hartlepool, liquidator 

MoTor MERCANTILE, Lrp.—Creditorsare required, on or before June 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of ‘their debts or claims, to Georse Edgar 
Corfield, Balfour House, Finsbury pymt, liquidator. 

WICKEN HALL PRINT-WORKS, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or be‘ore Jans 2, & 
send their names and acdresses, and the paiticuars of their debts or claims, to 
James Todd, National bldgs, 8t Mary's Parsonage, Manchester, liquidator. 


2 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 1 


Creditors are required, on or before June 14, to send 


MEKSEY BUNKERING Co, LTD.- ‘ 
their names and addre:ses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick 
Hilditch, Brown's bldgs, Exchange, Liverpool, liquidator. 

NORMAN, CHAMBERLAIN & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before June 3 


to send in ther sames and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, 
1, liquidator, 7 and 8, Railway Approach, London | ridge. 


Fredor William Allen, 








Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—¥RIDAY, May 21. 


Nottingham Tinware Manufacturing Co, Miss 8. E. Brown, Ltd 
South Wales Metals Co, Ltd 


’ Ltd. 
Liverpool Northern Loan and Investm nt British & Australasian Trust and Loan 
Co, Ltd. Co, Ltd. 
Central Dairy and Busin:ss Agency, Ltd. 


British Low Accessories Co, Ltd. 

Variety Productions, Ltd 

‘standard " Newspapers, Ltd. 

Ailen & Richardson Mid-Kent 
Oo, Lid 

Hate's Cinema and Film Cleaning Co, Ltd. 

New Supper Club, Ltd. 

Atlay Bros. Ltd. 

Cwmteg Anthracite Colliery Co, Ltd. 

Bb. Go. dall & Co, Ltd. 

Oppenheimer Casing Co, Ltd. 


Homefinders Ltd 

Westport Goli Mine, Ltd 
Engen Schaffenics, Lid. 
Kiddyrminster Amusemen's, 
Alerta Exelusive Film Co, Ltd 
Picture House (Oxford st), Ltd 
Alpha Automatic, Ltd. 
West African Gold [rust 
Sailing Ship Engelhorn (o, Ltd 
Detachable Rim Vo, Ltd. 


Tobacco 
Ltd 


1906), Ltd 










































































































London Gazette. —TUESDAY, May 25. 


J. O. me, Ltd, r Betates 
Atlas Electri 
Joseph Ltd. 
Boek hinder & Fons, Ltd. 
Iv.s & Sons, Ltd. 

Acocks Green Public H: Il ¢ 


Chimpul (Negrisembilan) Rub 
sl Co, Ltd. Lid. 

La Paz Mining Co, Ltd. 
Greatham Steam Shipping ‘ 
Christine, Ltd. 

Deep Navigation Iuvestme¢ 


», Ltd. ent Trast, Ltd 





London Gazette.—FnripaY, May 28. 
Colombian Oil Fields, I td 
Land Co, Ltd. 

Wodcn Brick Co, Ltd. 


David Walker, Son & Co, Ltd. 
Henri Lawton, Ltd 
Mersey Bunkering Co, Ltd. 

































Loudon Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 1 











Garrick Renters, Ltd 
Pintsch’s Patent Lighting | 
Tanjoug Badak Rubber Estate, 
Joseph H. Pearson, Ltd 


West Ham Club & Ri staurant Co, Ltd. 
P. & C. Syndicate, Ltd 

Metropule Fine Art Co, Ltd. 

H. K. Judd & Co, Lrd. 

Coast Development Corporation, Ltd. 
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London Gazette.—FRIDAY, May 28. 


» fre * ; 7” ? ~ 
ue (re “The Creditors N otices. Amor, JULIA ANNIR. Winscombe, Somerset June 30 J aager, | on ag 


BARRETT, JAMES RUTLAND, Soham, Cambridge June 5 
BKARTON, MARY ANN, Stewkley, Bucks July i Newton & Caicott, Leighton Bossard 





T : “ery KENNETT, SYDNEY, Oldbury Naite, Gloucester June l4 Vaughan, Berkeley, Gl s 
U nder Estates in Chanc ¢ ry ° BENTLEY, JESSIE DAVIDSON, Margate June l9 Boys & Maughan, Margate 
eh BROWNBILL, EpMOND, Liverpool, General Broker July 2 Boyle, Liverpooi 
per, dec LAST DAY OF CLAIM. COCKRAM, EMMA, Culmstock, Devon June 15 Quick & Son, Tiverton 


onthe Stun AY on CORPE, KICHARD NORTON, Pilton, Somerset July 8 Nalder, Shepton Mallet 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 2. DANIELSEN, JOSIAS SAMUEL THORNTON, Benenden, Kent June 23 Hopgood & Dowsons 
Spring gdns 
DAVIES, JOHN, Potternewton, Leeds July 10 Stott, Leeds 
. FLAVELL, ANNIE, Clifdenrd, Brentford June ?4 Ruston & Co, Brentford 
Theobald's rd GARRETT, Rosa Le CLerc, Norwich June SO Gain, Grove pk, Camberwell 
London Gazette—TURSDAY, June 1. GATES, FERDINAND CHASEMORE, Worthing, Solicitor July 6 Green, Worthing 
x GIDDINGS, LOUISA, Kingston upon Hull Augl Middlemiss & Pearce, Hull 
sos, ROSALIE MATHILDE, Warr or sq, St. L sonardsn-Sea Jine 24 and = Goss, WILLIAM, Leeds w Merchant July 10 Stetr, Leeds 
Others v. Fysov, Joyce, J. Douglas, Robertson st, Hastings HARRISON, ROBERT, Stainmore, Westmorland July 6 Simpson & Simpson, Manchester 
HORNE, ELIZA GRACE, Southampton July 10 Green & Co, Southampton 
LAMBERT, EMILY THeworHiLa, Worthing July 5 Newton & Co, Salters’ Hall ct 
LLOYD, EDWARD, Helensburgh, N B, June 30 Roberts, Mold 
Lona, JOUN, Southwick, Sussex June 21 Sheehy & Co, Bedford row 


WasSHALl, THOMAS ALLEN, Manor Dene, Cazenove rd, Stoke Newingt »n, Paper Makers 
ineer June 28 Thomson and Ochers v. Marshall and Others, Joyce,J. Hay, 


. ° 
to send ther Under 22 & 23 Vict. Cap. 35. MANN, MARIA, St Justin Penwith, Cornwall June 25 Boase, Penzince 
to Mr. George as MARSHALL, Rev FREDERICK CHARLES, Ely, Cambridge Jane 30 King & Sharman, 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. March, Cambs 
MATHEWS, EMILy, Gollhawk rd, Hammersmith June3®° Danby & Co, Leadenhall at 
—_ . . f, 
re July3, ¢ London Gazette.—TUBSDAY, May 25. MILES, EBENEZER JOHN, Heathtleld, Sussex, Boot Manufacturer July 1 Swann 
or claim, io soos, CATHERINE MARY, Cheltenham June 21 Brydges & Co, Cheltenham Heathfleld 
MILLeTT, FoRTESCUR WILLIAM, Brixham, Devon June 24 Grylls & Co, Helston, 


patos, ALLAN BERNARD, Finchley, Dairy Farmer June 30 Wells & Sons, Church Ea’ 

Finchley Cornwall 
pusert, Mary, Halesowen, Worcester June 24 (Green, Cradley Heath, Staffs MILLS, Percy 
Cuupgis, WILLIAM, Hertingfordbury, Herts, Farmer July 31 Longmore & Co, Hertford shire sq 
cert, Exity, East India Dock rd June 26 Giles, Lamb. th rd NICHOLSON, ALICE, Ashton under Lyne June 26 Whitworth, Ashton under Lyne 
qws?, BRESJAMINV, Fawnbrake av, Herne Hill June 25 Williams, Borough High st PARR, JOHN, Liscard,( hester June 30 Hindley, Liverpool 


rREVENEN, Burgess Hill, Sussex June 30 Wadeson & Malleson, Devon 




















Qussg, Lot, and ANN ULARKE, Exmouth Jane 30 Sparkes & ©», Exeter PEARSON, WILLIAM, Hastings June 26 Malkin & Co, The Rectory House, Martin's In 
‘ aig, WALTER COLBY, St Leonards ter June 30 Earle, Shaftesbury av PETTINGALE, ARTHUR, Castie Rising, Norfolk June 30 Sadler & Woodwark, King's 
o send in tit Hl tugerone, WILLIAM THOMAS, Brighton, Hotel Proprietor July 17 Woolley & Wht Lynn 
joseph Darker fleld, Great Winchester st PILKINGTON, Rev NicioLas Gee, Bexhill on Sea Jane 22 Stow & Co, Lincoln's ton 
fowunns, SARAH ELLEN, Liandrindod Wells June 21 Oliver, Llandrindod We ls Neids ‘ 
to send their fuuert, Henny, Leyton, Essex June 26 Close & Co, Chorley House, Bloomsbury sq Savory, WILLIAM, Hereford, Plumber _ dune 28 Allen & Carver, Hereford 
o Mr. Erost fmz, WILSON Evans, Tip'on, Milkman June 2é Powell & Browett, Birmingham SHARP, JOskri, Northechurch, Uerts nne 2s Vilkins & Son, Aylesbury 
GmaakD, JOHN HARRY, Adlington, Lancs June %) Winders, bolton SHELDON, SARAH, DuMeld, Derby June 30 Ileny & Heny, Matlock 
t fap, WILLIAM Jos iva, Kempshoti rd, Streatham June 22 Timbrel! & Deighton, STOODLEY, Rev THOMASIS ALBERT, Bournemouth June 12 Pite forth, Ba hin 
ore July 10, Cannon st TAUTZ, EDMUND, Oxiord st, Hreeches Maker June 30 Danby & Co, Leadenhall st 
or claims, fitpuay, THOMAS RuFUs, Heywood, Lancs June 3%) Butcher & Rarlo , WHELPTON, CHARLES, Ritherdonrd, Ralham June 20 Bull & Ball, King st, Hammer 
ator mua, RICHARD SHAW, Ravenscourt gdns, Middix July | Hartlett & Sons t smith 
to send their borre, Dorset WHITE, OeTAVIA MALVINA, Oakham, Rui'a: > 7 Hores & Co, Lincoln's inn 
| Georze Edgar Bj tena, HaRRy, Lincoln June 24 Danby & Eptor, Lincoln : fields 
oss, Euua Jane, Brighton June24 Harker & Co, Brighton WoTton, EMILY, Prentwood, Essex June 23 Bartlett & Gr gory, New aq, Lincoln s inn 
Jan: &, ¢ jamon, WILLIAM FISHER, Handsworth, Birmingham June 24 Ansell & Sherwin WRIGHT, JAMES, River nr Dover, Farmer July 7 Mowll & Mowisl, Dover 
. = Birmingham 
or claims, 0 Tl jum Euiza, Finchley June 30 Wells & Sons, Finchley don Gazette~TuRspay, June 1. 
". im, THOMAS, Coventry July 5 Walford, Bira ingham . 
in6, Henny THOMAS, Fringford, Oxford, Farmer June 271 Truman, Bicester, Oxon AWDRY, SARAH SIBELLA, Bath July 1 Adam & Co», Rath 
lust, JOHN, Quarrenden st, Fulham, Commercial Clerk June 30 Parfitt, Fuiham rd BALDWIN, FRANCIS JoHN AUGUSTUS, Whi Ix. Physic * : 
u , , sALD \ os J ius q iitton, Mildix, Physician June30 Millar & 
lert,JouN HENRY, Royal cres, Holland Park June 30 Allen, Portsmouth Sons, St Thomas st, London bridge F 
va, MARY, Runcorn, Chester June 22 Thompson, Liverpool BARNETT, ELLEN, Gwennap, Cornwalt June 30 Bennetts, Truro 
an Ag Hiil st, Kuightsbridge, Turf Accountant June 24 Radford & | pert, WituiaAM, MRCS, JP, New Brighton, Cheshire June 24 Bell & Co, Salters 
land, Chancery In halict ‘ - ; , 
‘BURNEY, GEORGE, Liverpool, Merchant June 30 Harrison & Co, Liverpool Brver, JAMES CAMPBELL, Hove, Sussex Jane 30 Slack & Co, Queen Victoria st 
ons watay, Captain Fane .WkiGHT STAPLETON, late 12th Royal Lancers (killed in | Kucknr, ALFRED. Cleethorp-s, | in June lt Woolfe, Grimaby 
-~% ay > action, October 30, 1914) June 9 Warren & Co, Bloomsbury sq Bykb, GEORGR, Evesham, Worcester, Market Garlenor Junie 30 Byrch & Co, Ev 
8, , WS, Manta ELIZABETH, Pournemouth June 24 Rowlind, Bournemouth 1am 
Pcren, WATSON, Newark on Trent, Builder's Clerk June 30 Alcock, Mansfleld Conan Joun WILLIAM, Cai = an ¢ “ , — 
’ . INGDON, JO “L , ro, Erypt July 9 Farrar & Co, Wardrobe pi, Doct: 
efore June 3, 2, SUSAN MARGARBT, Liverpool July 1 Hamerton, Fleet st, Dublin : Commons — " y i 
s or claims, BBMTS0LDS, FREDERICK REGINALD, Manchester June 30 Briggs & Co, Manchester orem oe Giunere Clifton. R a ' 
fon I ridge. must, JAMES CARTMELL, Newcastle upon Tyne, Stecl Manufacturer July 5 Deos Dt KINSON, WILLIAM GILBERT, Clifton, Bristol July 6 Glyde, Biistol 
& Thompson, Newcastle upon! Tyne ELWELL, Rev ALFRED ODELL, Cheltenham July 1 Adam & Co, Bath 
bemgox, WILLIAM, Birkenhead, Cheshire June 28 Reinhart, Birkenhead EMERY, EDWARD, Abbots Bromley, Staffa July 21 Stringer, Sandbach 
ta, WILLIAM ERnest HENRY, Brondesbury, Middix June22 Gidley & Wilcock FAY, JONATHAN, Netheraroy, Wilts June17 Dixon & Mason, Pewsey, Wilts 
Plymouth FRENCH, JAMES THOMAS, Gipsy hill, Upper Norwood, Dairyman June 30 Finch & Co 
i] incu, HENRY WILLIAM, Chislehurst, Kent July 8 Lanfear & Co, Cannon st Cannonst 
rily. Mull, GZoRGR, Swindon, Engine Fitter June 30 Morrison & Masters, Swindon Geoven, Jommee, Counton, Nottinchem, Parser fuss BW fete, Meek cn 
‘anos, EpwaRD, Newcastle upon Tyne, Licensed Victuuller June 25 Aitchison & Trent 
Syms, Newcastle upon Tyne — re , GREEN, WILLIAM JAMES, Handsworth, Birmingham, Accountant June 28 Cottrell & 
WMUWARD, STANLEY, Liverpool, Commercial Traveller June 21 Smit! & Son, Liver len. tienen , 
pool GReY, MARY ELIZaneTit, Whitley Bay, Northumberlind July 10 Brown & Son, New 
| fur, Joun, and HENRIETTA MARY HANDSON STAMP, Barton on Humber June 15 ) aeeiin aaa, Portas ; ‘igi ; y shih 
kish & Co, Hull . é 4 , . , 
st and Loan Shit, HORACE CRAVEN, Ripon, Yorks July 10 Hutchinson, Ripon HALL, EDWIN, Leeds June 15 Wm ani E Hf Middlebrook, Leeds . . 
1 “ ~ . HARRIS, WILLIAM HENKY, Shank'in, Isle of Wight July 1 Warmington & Edmond 
gency, Ltd. GN, Sir ALFRED MELLOR, Bart, Folkestone June 30 [Bradley & Hulme, Folke- Coleman st 
gency, P 
, dies, i - i HENDERSON, JOHN GronGR, Ware, Herts, Linendraper July 1 Gikby & Son, Ware 
Hmayce, WILLIAM, Walsall July 3 Wilkinson & Co, Wal:all HILLMAN, MARY JANE, Redland, Bristol June 30 Salmon & Camb riand, Bristol 
#4, CHARLES JOHN, Cazenove rm, Stamford hill, Putcher July 5 Halstead & Co,' HoLpswortH, EpMuND WILLIAM HUNT, Dartrouth Augl Daveon, Dertax uth 
Ltd. Finsbary sq How, Mary, Kirkcudbright, Scotland July 1 Ashurst & Co, Throgmorton av 
d we 
td —— : . — a 


“HME LIGENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
_— FUND, LIMITED, 


Lt 24. MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, F.C. 
trast, Led ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
bards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent un 


ication. 
POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
ste, Ltd a perfected Profit-sharing system. 
APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Hvespanns, Josern, Sutton, Surrey June 21 Carr & Co, Rood In SHAW, VERNON JOHN YARDLEY, Hastings Jone 27 Hickson & Co, New Broad st 
IRELAND, MILLER, Richmond, Yorks, Yeomon Farmer June 26 Hodgson, Richmond, Simm, WILLIAM Gronor, Wood vale, Forest hill, Kent Jane30 Tatham & Lous ida, Oy 
York: Broa i st 
LRAVER, JAMES RopeRT, Westcross, nr Swansea July 1 Cox, Swansea Stmpsox, Epwarp, Aberford Vorks Janel4t Simpso: & Carti-, Leeds 
LEWis, ALICE, Clevedon, Somerset July 14 O'Donoghue & Forbes, Bris‘ol SMART, JOSIAH, Stevenage, Herts June 30 Hawkins & Co, Hitchin, Herts 
Lewis, JouN, Cardiff Joly 1 Morgan & Co, Cardiff SMITH, WILLIAM, Catford, Kent,‘ hemist July 10 Danby & Co, Leadenhal! st 
MCUALLAN, Eowarp, Hanover sq June 30 Randle & Hobrow, Basinghal! st VAGLIAN@, ATHANASE MBETAXAS, Marseilles, France June 25 Singleton, Escex 
MOCCALLUM, AGNES SARAH, Plymouth July 3 Porter, Plymouth Strand 
Mex, Mary, Bromley, Kent July6 “Lindsay & Co, Ironmonger ln VINCENT, PERCIVAL CAMPBELL HAMPR, Capt 129th Duke of Connaught’'s Own 
OLPHIS, Meaty, Leicester Jane 20 Stevenson & Son, Leicester India Expeditionary Force, who died Oct 26 June 28 Maddison & Co, tM 
ORATINO, CALIXTS Hewat ANTOINE Koran D'ORZESZKO CZARNOLUSKI GIORDANO Jewry 
Duke of, Weybridge July 12 Amery & Co, Fleet st Watson, WILLIAM, JAMEs, Middlesbrough June 16 Outhwaite, Middles 
OSBORNE, ALICE WALE, Uckfield, Sussex July 3 Dawson & Hart, Uckfleld WEBSTER, ROWLAND VALENTINE, Hamblecen, Bucks July 31 Abbott & Hudson Pe. 
OsBORNF, CATHARINE, Uckfield, Sussex July 3 Dawron & Hart, Uckfield church ° . 
OSBORNE, Mary. Uckfield, Sussex July 3 Dawson & Hart, Uckfield WILLIAMS, MARGARRT, Norwich July 1 Goodchild, Norwich 
Palos, HENRY PeRING, Ar.nitage mans, Golder's Green, Stock Jobber July 7 Jones, Wi.son, JosepH’ Berg Ley, Harrow on the Hill, Midiix July 1 Stewart, Publig 
Finsbary sq Trustee, Clement's inn 
Parr, Joun, Liscaid, Chester June 30 Hindley, Liverpool Woop, Joun, Notgrove,Gloucester July 1 Ivens, Cheltenham 
PRATT, MARY ABBAY, Sunderland June 30 Kidson & Co, Sunderland WOODMAN, Sir GRorGE JosEPH, Nottingham, Knight, Alderman of the city of Landes 
Ropers, EMMA, Bisham, Berks Jone 30 Cripps & Shone, Marlow July 15 Howard & Shelton, Lincoln House, Fore st, Moorgate 
RovuTLeper, Junta, Hove, Sussex June 29 Ticehurst & Co, Essex pl, Cheltenham YEATMAN, MARY CHARLOTTE LEYCESTE", Eltham, Kent July 6 Newton & Co, Salter, 
SERGINSON, ISAAC, Middlesbrough, Bujlder July 6 Watso», Middle. brough Hall ct 








bd | SurTox, FRANK, and ALIcR Emma Sutton, Bedford, Fancy | KNIGHT, WILLIAM Isaac, Coventry, Furniture Deal, 
Bankruptcy Notices. Drapers June 7 at 12 Off Rec, The Parade, North- Coventry Pet May28 Ord May 28 
amptou Luny, WILLIAM, Heanor, Derby, Clothier Derby Py 
; TARLTON, Harry Drover, Boscombe, H:nts, House May 14 Ord May 27 
London GazettemFRipAY, May 23. Furnisher June 7 at 2.30 Dorchester chmbra (first | MAYES, GgornGs GLADSTONE, Cambridge, Grocer (ge 
fl or), Yelverton rd, Bournemouth bridge Pet May 29 Ord May 29 
RECEIVING ORDERS. TURNER, WILLIAM Henry, Bedford, China Dealer | Morgay, CLAUDE HARRIS, Farnborough, Hants, Get 
ALLEYS, E G, 1 Th —s< tA t Wl June 4 at 11.30 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton Guildford Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
See Ok eee Sone Oe xport Agen S" VAN pen Bence, ARTHUR STANLEY, Caversham, Com- | NEWSHAM, ANNIE ELIZABETH. Middksbrough Midde 
Court ~ Mar 17 Ord Mxy 25 Bradf mission Agent June7 at 12 14, Bedford row brough Pet May 28 Ord May 28 
— om wry “yr s Wey 7 ord, | Wapiey, Harry Epwiy, Laver Marney, | ssex, Baker | Pankgs, THOMAS HARRY, Brier'e/ Hil!, Staffs, Tobeccosit 
— an Bradford Pet May 27 Or ay 5 Clerk June 4at2.45 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich | Stourbridge Pet May 8 Ord May 2s 
ATRE, THOwss HENRY, North side, Wandsworth, Cl:r POTTER, CHARLES HENRY, Worcester, Printer Worcste 
Wandsworth Pet May 25 Ord May 25 , 1, . 9 
; 7. , ADJUDICATIONS. Pet May 27 Ord May 27 
BECKETT, JOHN THoOMss, Manch«ister Manchester Pet | Ramace, G CH, Lewes Eastbourne Pet April 30 Or 
May 21 Ord May 21 A KINSON, WILLIAM Henny, Saltaire, wr Bradford, May 28 
BONIFAZI, PeTeR, Carlisle, Baker Carlisle Pet May 26 | Librarian Bradford Pet May 27 Ord May 27 a ‘ . c 
Ord May 26 AYkr, THOMAS Henry, Northside, Wandsworth, Cierk mee ye Pet wey a Ngee 
Brock, Eva Lavinta Kivsey, Plymouth, Milliver Wandsworth Pet May 25 Ord May %5 Spink, FRANK THOMAS, Slough, Bucks, 
Plymouth Pet May25 Ord May 25 BeCKETT, JOHN THOMAS, Manch-ster Manchester Pet “Draveller Windsor Pet May 27 Ord May 27 
BUTLER, WILLIAM PARKER, Roundwood rd, Willesden : May2l Ord May 21 ; é Tuomas, A E, South Norwood Hill, Suriey High Court 
High Court Pet April 2? Ord May 25 BLUNT. Sir JOHN HARVEY, Hazelwell rd, Putney Wands- Pet May 6 Ord May 27 
CAMPBELL, ALAN UnquHart, Berkeley st, Piccadilly worth Pet Nov 25 Ord Muay 22 WALKER, HENRY BUurraM, Alford Lincola, General 
High Court Pet April8 Ord May 25 BONIPAZI, Perer, Carlisle, Biker Carlile Pet May 26 Draper Boston Pet Mar 29 Ord May 20 
Corton, HENRY SAMUKL Manchester, Butcher Manches Ord May 26 WATTS, WILLIAM, Wattstown, Glam, Collier Pontypridd 
ter Pet April2s Ord May 21 ; snock, EvA Lavinia Krinsky, Plymouth, Milliner Ply- Pet May 27 Ord May 27 ’ 
EVANS, WILLIAM Ri HARD, Treherb:rt, Gl m, Gent's th uth Pet May 256 Ord May 25 ‘ Warts, WILLIAM, Loughbo! h, Hosicry Manufacturer 
Outfitter Po typridd Pet May 2i Ord May 21 BUppICOM, ROBERT ARTHUR, High Holborn High Court Leicester Pet May 13 Ord May 27 
FITZGERALD, Lord Epwarp, Wellesley mans, West Ken- Pet Mar6 Ord May 25 | wreaas ri 4 
; : , Bn . ceil Woops, ALFRED EpwWARD, Balhwm High rd, House Fur 
sington High Court Pet April22 Ord May 21 CRUIKSHANK, HENRY JAMES IRVINE, Glougster ter, Hyde ni-her Wandsworth Pet May 11 Ord May %7 
HOLT, KATHLEEN, Brixton rd High Court Pet April 7 Park High Court Pet July 18 Ord May 26 . 
Ord May “1 EVANS, WILLIAM RICHARD, Treherbert, Gent's Outfitter . . vublished 
HOWELL, WALTER, Birm ngham Birmingham Pet Mar Pontypridd Pet May 21 Ord May 21 | Amended ES ara in the 
5 Ord Mar 25 FISHKIN, JOHN, Newcastle upon Tyne, Travelling Draper : E 
Lawsow, Geonos, Uexny, Burley-in-Wharfedale, Yorks, Newcast'e upon Tyne Pet May 1 Ord May 20 | BUTLER, WILLIAM PARKER, Willesden, Middlx, Baker 
Draper Leeds cet May 21 Ord May 21 HLANCE, ALFRED EDWARD FREDERICK, Oxford s', Res- High Court Pet Aprilz7 Ord May 2% 
as, BERNARD, Manchester Furniture Broker's Manager taurant Proprietor Ugh Court Pet Jan 16 Ord 
Manchester Pet May 20 Ord May 20 May 22 
MALL&TT, KR BERT GRANGER, Burnham Market, Norfulk, | Jongs, Joun Henry, Iiford, Essex Chelms‘ord Pet FIRST MEETINGS. 
Baker Norwich Pet May 22 Ord May 22 Aprili6 Ord May 26 BAKER & WHITE, Sheffield, Coal and Coke Factors Jane 
Pickur, JOHN WILLIAM, Gaivsborough, Confectio.er | LAKE, HakoLD WILLIAMSON, Shaftesbury av High Court | 8 atl2 Ovf Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 
Lincoln Pet May 26 Ord May 26 Pet Jan 16 Ord May 22 | DAVIES, DAVID, Fochriw, Glam, Carpenter June liat 2 
TARLTON, HARRY Drover, Boscombe, Hants, Hous: Fur- | Lawson, Ggorexk Henny. Burley in Wharfedale, Yorks | Off Rec, County Court, ‘town Hall, Merthyr Tydfil 
nisher Poole Pet May 25 Ord May 2% Draper Leeds Pet May 21 Ord May 21 DAvViEs, JoHN, Willenhall, Staffs, Colliery Pr »prietor Jan 
Upton, EDGAR BENJAMIN, Liskeard, Corawall, Baier | Lex, Moses, Romolard, Herve Hill High Court Pet May 10 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, W olverhamptun 
Plymouth Pet May 25 Ord May 25 17 Ord May 22 FLOWEt, FREDERICK BENJAMIN, Melksham, Wiits Jone 
WHITEHORNE, CHARLES, St Austell, Cornwall, Piano | Levy, BeRNAnv, Manchester, Furniture Broker's Manager | 9xt11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Dealer Truro Pet May 22 Ord May 22 Manchester Pet May 20 Ord May 20 | HARRIS, FREDERICK, Margate, Butcher June9 at 06 
LISTER, ALBERT WOOLDRIDGE, St Leonards on Sea, Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 
FIRST MEETINGS. Stationer Hastings Pet April 23 Ord May 22 | HARVEY, FREDERICK JAMES, Shrewsbury, Ale and Porter 
. ; MALLETT, RopeRT GRANGER, Burnham Market, Norfolk | Merchant June lz at11,30 Of Rec, 22, Swaubli, 
ALLEYN, EG, Upper Thames st, Export Agent June7 at Baker Norwich Pet May 22 Ord May 22 | Shrewsbury ; 
1 Hankruptey bidgs, Carey st Pickup, JouN WILLIAM, Gainsborough, Confectioner | IRvING, CHARLES Hesry, L-eds, Taxi-cab Proprietor 
ATKINSON, WILLIAM HENRY, Saltaire, nr Bra ford, Yorks, Lincoln Pet May 26 Ord May 26 | June 9 st 11.80 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
Librarian June 5 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford | pagiron, HARRY DKOVER, Bosoombe. Hants, House Fur- | JOSLING, URorRGE WILLIAM, Gid Bond st June? a 2 
Ayre, THOMAS Henny, North side, Wandsworth, Clerk nisher Poole Pet May 25 Ord May 25 Ban*ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
June 4atil 132, York rd, Westminster bridge rd Tuomas, DAvip CynriIG, Lianishen, Glam High Coort | Kime, WILLIAM HAR8, Boston, Lincs, Fish Dealer June 
BURROUGHS-FOWLER. WALTER JOHN, Green Croft gdns, Pet April19 Ord May 22 15 at2 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 
a mange ad, Artist June 4 at 12.30 1, St Aldates, TOMLINSON, CHARLES, Southend cn Sea Chelmsford Pet | Kinsey, R S, Earl's Court rd, Butc.er Jane 9 a UL 
atone April 28 Ord May 21 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st : 
BUTLER, WILLIAM PARKER, Roundwood rd, Willesden Tensscuivve, GLADYe H, Lia dudno Bangor Pet Maris | Lawson, GzonGE HeNRy, Burley in Wharfedale, Yorks 
June 7 atl2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st Ord May 22 Draper June 9 at 10.30 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, 
CAMPBELL, ALAN URQUHART, Berkeley st, Piccadilly | Uproy, EoGark BENJAMIN, LiskearJ, Baker Flymouth | MALLETT, ROBERT GRANGER, Burnham Market, Norfo'k, 
June 8at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st Pet May 25 Ord May 25 , Baker June 9 at 12.30 Off Ric,8, King st, Norwich 
COLLACOTT, JAMES GkoRG#, Poutyrhyll, Glam, General | Wuirgnornn, CHARLES, 8t. Austell, Cornwall, Piano | MAWDSLEY ZACHARIAS, Clayton le Moors, nr 
Dealer JuneSatilil Off Ree, 117, 8t Mary st, Carvii Dealer Truro Pet May 22 Ord May 22 Cotton Mill Proprietor June 9 at 1030 County Guart 
EMBLING, Epwis, Lambourne, Berks, Grocer June 4 at 12 House, Victoria st, Blackburn 
. 1, Ot Aidates, .-— Sebetet Os a London Gazetle.—TuRSDAY, June 1. | MCDONALD, KUGENE, potutaster, Butsee = 
VANS, ILLIAM ICHARD, Treherbert, Glam, ents mentee i June ¢ 11.30 Off Ree, 26, win st, Br 
Outfitt-r June 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, St Catherine's RECEIVING ORDERS. enaen. Ghana HaRRis, Farnborcugh, Hants, Clerk 
chmbrs, 8t Catherine st, Pontypridd CARLTON Dry CLEANING AND Dyrtna Wor«kS, Mitcham, | Juoe 9at ill 132, Yorkrd, Westminster Bridge rd 
FITZGERALD, Lord EpWARD, - Wellesley mars, West Surrey Croydon Pet April 26 Ord May 27 Pickur, JOHN WILLIAM, Gainsborough, Confcetimer 
Kensington June 8 at il Bankruptcy bidgs,| Davies, Davip, Fochriw, Glam, Carpenter Merthyr June 11 at 12 Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincela on 
Carey st Tydfil Pet May 27 Ori May 27 | POTTER, CHARLES HENRY, Worcester, Printer Jane 
HILL, Hereert (deceased’, Castleton, Lancs, Mil! | Davigs,- Joun, Willenhall, Colliery Proprietor Wo'ver- | 12.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester Juned 
Secretary JuneS at 11.80 Town Hall, Rochdale hampton Pet May 28 Ord May 28 RANGELRBY, WILLIE, Blackpool, Painter's Labourer /ase 
Hout, KATHLEEN, Brixton rd June 7 at 11.30 Bank- | DAYKIN, FREDERICK, bellerby, or Leyburn, Yorks, Cattle at 3 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 8 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st ; Dealer Northallerton Pet May2s Ord May 23 | RIBBONS, WILLIAM JAMES, Headingley, Leds Jane 
Jones, HERBERT STANLEY, Winton, Bovrnemouth | Eames, ALFREDSPENCER, and F EAMES(his Wife), Wisbech ll Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds Off Ree, 
Physician June7at8 Dorchester chmtrs (first floor), | St Peter, Cambridge, Kestaurant Proprietors King’s | Scorr, THOMAS ALFRED, Sheffield June 8 at 11.30 
Yelverton rd, Bourn- mouth Lyon Pet April26 Ord May 27 Figt: ee ln, Sheffield 9 at 13 
Monns, FReveRicK, Bedford, Baker June4ati12 Off | Gitpert,P H, & Co, Park pl, Clapham, Joinery Manu- | THomas, A E, South Norwood Hill, Surrey June 
Ree, The Parade, Northampton facturers Wandsworth Pet May lv Ord May 27 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carev st ; yo at 3 
OLIVER, EDWARD, Mei‘od, Montgomery, Builder June 9 | HARVEY, FREDERICK JAMES, Shre sbury, Ale and Porter | Upton, EoGAR BENJAMIN, Liskeard, Baker Juve 
at 1030 1, High st, Newtown Merchant Shrewsbury Pet May 2s Ord May 28 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth . 10 at 
PHILBRICK, ERNEST F, Wareham June9 at 11 Bank-| InvING, CHARLES HENRY, L eds, Taxi-cad Proprietor | WaTTs, WILLIAM, Wattstown, Glam, Coll er_ Joao 
ruptey bidgs, a st Leeds Pet Aprill6 Ord May 2? 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, 5¢ 
Prout, FRANcis, jun, Plymouth, Grocer's Assistant June | Jongs, Joun HENRY, Ilford, Essex Chelmsford Pet April st, Pootypridd ufactunt 
4 at 12.30 7, Buckland ter, Piymou:h 26 Ord May 26 Warts, WILLIAM, Loughborough, Hosiery Man 
PURVIS, MILLIE HENRIETTA, Woodside Park rd, Tinchlay, | JosLine, GEORGE WILLIAM, Old Bond st High Court Pet | JuneSat3 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, a 
June7 at 11.30 14, Bedford row April) Ord May 23 WHITEHORNE, CHARLES, St Austel, Cornwe) 
SMITH, JOSEPH, Cheltenham, Pony Carriage Proprietor | Kinsey, RS, Earl's Court rd, Ba’cher High Court Pet Dealer June 12 at 11.15 Off Rec, 1%, 
June 4 at 3.30 County Court bidgs, Vhelteuham May 6 Ord May 26 Truro 
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